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Advertiſement, 


E Partiality of the 
1 Author of the Gentle- 
man's Magazine in diſcon- 
tinuing the Tithe-Contro- 
verſy on my Part, at the 
time when T. B. my Anta- 
goniſt declares, (1) That he 
1s willing to reaſon the Caſe 
with me as long as I think fit; 
juſtly. required this Publi- 
CAt1ON. 


s Mag. March 1738, p. 1 37. 


The Reader is defired to Met the folowing Errors of the 
Preis, before he proceeds, anaNqbe litteral Miftakes as they 


occ . 
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Part of the Preface to the Brief Account of 
many of the Proſecutions of the People 
called Quakers. 


H AT the People call'd Quakers do pro- 
fels a conſcientious Scruple againſt the 
Payment of Tithes, and all forced Contri- 
bution for Maintenance of Miniſters, 
other religious Uſes, is well known. 

This their Scruple, we conceive, will 
appear not ill grounded, to ſuch as ſhall 
duly confider the * Nature ot Goſpel Liberty, the f Precept 
of CHRIST, || the Practice of his Apoſtles, the Tage of 
the Chriſtian Church in the firſt three Centuries, ** and 
the Teſtimonies of ſeveral Proteſtant Martyrs, ff and ear- 
ly Reformers from Pecpery, concurring to acquir them ei- 
ther of Novelty or-Singularity herein. 

And the many Proſecutions, Excommunications, Impriſon- 
ments, Sequeſtrations, Seizures, and ſpoilings of Goods, which 
they, for Conſcience Sake, have undergone, are convincing 
Proofs of their Sincerity. Pe 4 

The Proſecutors of this People, for many Years, mighr 
cover 
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„e. + Matt. x. 8. 

As xx. 34. 1 Cor. iv. 12. 1 Theſs. ii. 9. 2 Theſs.. 
iii. 7, 8. | | 

** "Tis impoſſible, ſaith !renxus, to enumerate the free Gifts, 
which the Church all the World over receiving from God, in the 
Name of Feſus Chriſt, cructfied under Fontius Pilate, daily di/- 
denſe for the Benefit of the Nations, neither ſeducing any Man, nor 
taking Money from bim, for as foe bath receive\ freely, foe mi- 
nillers freely. Irenai, lib. 2. cap. 57. Oreniæ Edit p 189. 

Epiphanius joins Tithes with Legal Ceremonies, acknowledge d 
1 to be abrogated. See Epiphanius p. 19. 20. Paris Edit. 
1622. 

tt John Wickliffe, Walter Brute, William Tho 
thers; Ser Fox's Ac, and Monuments: 
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(6) 
cover the Spoil and Havack they then made, under the 
plaufible Guiſe of Neceſſity, and a pretence, that their 
Claims were not otherwite recoverable, than by Suits at- 
rended with great Expence. | 
But, fince the Acts made in the th and Sth Years of 
the Reign of King Miiliam the Third, the more eaſie 
Recovery of Tithes, Church Rates, & Thoſe that have 
made the former expenſive Ways of Proceeding their 
Cboice, ſeem to be left without Excuſe, and to act upon 
other, leſs juſtifiable, Metrives, than the meer Recovery of 
heir pretended Dues. | 162 

Proſecutions of this kind, do ſo nearly reſemble Perſecu- 
tions, that he who ſuffers by them, can ſcarce dilcern 
wherein they differ. 

'Tis to be lamented, that the great Bleſſing of Liberty 
of Conſcience, enjoy d under the Lenity of the preſent Ad- 
mineſtration, ſhould be frequently interrupted by ſuch 
Proceedings: And indeed, | 

Thar Men profefling Chriſtianity, and ſome of em to be 
Miniſters of the Goſpel of PEACE, ſhon!d, by une ceſſary 
and expenſive Law ſuits, facrifice their own Quiet and In- 
rereſt, ro the Oppre ion and Ruin of their Neighbours, 
has been matrer of Surpriſe to generous Minds : Inlomuch 

That, when the C 4e of the cople called Quakers, pre- 
ſented to the PARLIAMENT, did ler forth, that there 
« hare been proſecu ed in the Exchequer, Eccleſiaſtical, 
4 and other Courts, in Enpland and Wales, for Demands 
« recoverable by the {aid Acts, above Eleven hundred of 
« that People, of whom near Three Hundred were com- 
« mirted to Priſon, and ſeveral of them died Pritoners,” 
Some Perſons, of eminent Stations, ſeemed to regard that 
Repreſentation as a thing ſcarce credible, © a bare Surmiſe 
of the Quakers,” and requiring “ a Specification of Fatt,” 
to ſupport it. | | 

— the Satisfaction of ſuch, the following Sheets are 

iſned. ' 
3 The ruinous Seizures for Treble 2 and by 
S-queſtration, for twenty or thirty times the Original 
Demand — will doubtleſs be ſhocking ro meſt Readers; 
whilft the Expence attending the nece ſſary Defence of al- 


moſt 
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* The Bricf Accvont, te which tbe Reader 51 referr'd. 


(7) 
moſt every Proſecution is not included; thongh in ſome 
Cales, even where nothing bath been recovered, the Qua- 
ker hath been obliged to expend Ten, Twenty or Thirty 
Pounds, to keep himſelt out of Priſon. 

Nor are thoſe Proſecut ions only ruinous to private Fa- 
milies, but nearly affect the publick Good; for how ſhall 
the induſtrious Farmer be capable of paying either Rent to 
his Landlord, Taxes to the Government, or his juſt Debts 
ro bis Creditors, when the whole Profit of his Produce, 
and ſomerimcs all his Eſtate, both Real and Perſonal, is 
ſwept away 12 Sequeſtratien for the Tiche only? Or 
how ſhall an honeſt Tradeſman kcep his Family from be- 
comming a publick Charge, while he is cloſe lockt up in 
Priſon, for conſcienticuſly refuſing to pay a Groat for Eafter 
Offering s, or Sixpence toward repairing the Pariſh Church ? 

Certainly theſe M/ardens are no good Stewards of the 
Parochial Purſe, who ſpend many Pounds to Excommu- 
nicate and Impriſon Men for ſuch trivial Demands as they 
might have taken without Charge to the Pariſh. 

Nor does it beget any Reverence to the Diſcipline of the 
Church, to ſee her heavieſt Cenlures, diſcharged on ſuck 
light Occafions. 

Would not a Geſpel. Spirit be more viſible in her Reproofs, 
if they were ſeaſonably applied to check the Formentors ot 
ſuch Unchriſtian Suirs, for their manifeſt Breach of the 

reat Rule of Aforality enjoined by Chriſt himſelf; WHAT. 
SOEVER YE WOULD THAT MEN SHOULD DO 
TO YOU, DO YE EVEN SO TO THEM ? 


—— 
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A Diſſertaion upon Tythes, with ſome Re- 
marks upon the Tythe-Bill. 


HE learned Dr. Prideaux has fairly given up 

the Plea of Divine Right ro Tythes; for he lays 

(1) * a Divine Right requires a Divine Law 

to ſupport it, and there is no ſuch Law to 

* be found in Scripture, excepting thar which was given 

to the Children of Ilrael, which is a Part of the Moſaic 

* Conſlitut;on, and is expired with ir.” Bur as (2) he 

thinks the Golpel has enjoiacd it a Duty on Chriſtians to 

provide ſufficient Maintenance for Miniſters, to clear up 
this Point, we will examine the new Teſtament. 

(3) When Chriſt ſent forth his Diſciples to preach 

the Goſpel, he commanded them to provide nothing for 

their Journey; for, ſays he, the Markman is worthy of his 


Meat. (4) Allo when he tent forth the ſeventy, be ſaith, 


in che ſame Houſe remain cating ami drinking ſuch Things 
as they GIVE, for the Labourer is worthy cf bis Hire. By 
the Word Meat in St. Matthew, tis eaſy to conceive, that 
no more was intended than that the Diſciples ought to have 
all neceſſary Accommodations of the People, whi//t wr 
Time was taken up in the Work of the Miniſtry; and that 
the Word Hire, in St. Luke, implics no more, is clear 
from the prececding Part of the Verle, which explains it, 
by eating and drinking ſuch Things as they give, and fo 
the learned Dr. Samuel Clark underſtands it; his Para- 
Phraſe on the Paſſage of Sr. Luke runs thus, * For as a 
* Workman has a juſt Right to his ages, fo while ye 
are labouring tor the Benefit and eternal Weltare of 
Men, ye may well expect to be ſuſtained by them for 


* the preſent.” 


( 5) The aforeſaid Dr. Prideaux grants, that St. Paul 
refers to both theſe Commands of our Saviour, when he 
lays, that (6) as thoſe who miniſtred about holy Things > 

| rhe 
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r ae to the Orig, and Right of Tythes. 2 p. 25. Edit. 


1710, 3 Matth. x. 10. 4 Lale x. 7. 5 Orig. and Right of 
JTyibes, p. 26, 6 1 c, ix. 13, 14, 


(9) 


the Temple, lived of the Things of the Temple, and thoſe 
who waited at the Altar were made Partakers of the Altar, 
ſo the Lord hath ordained, that thoſe who preach the Goſpel 
ſhall live of the Goſpel. As therefore this refers ro Chriſt's 
own Directions, it muſt be underſtood. in the lame Senle, 
that is, as thelApoſtles might reaſonably expect kind Treat- 
ment, and ſufficient Accommodations in their Travels; 
fo St. Paul would ha ve the Coainthians open hearted, 
and treat all Goſpel Miniſters in like Manner: He ex- 
plains himſelf thus, (1) Have we not Power to eat andvto 
drink? have we not Power to lead about a Siſter, a Wife, as 
well as other Apoſtles, and as the Brethren of our Lord, and Ce- 
phas3 or I only and Barnabas, have we not Power to forbear 
working? As it be had ſaid, is it not reaſonable that you 
ſhould allow us preſent Subſiſtance, and neceſſary Chriſt ian 
Attendance, whilſt we are in our Travels? It would be 
hard that we ſhould be obliged to work for our Bread, 
whilſt we are employ'd in preaching the everlaſting Goſ- 
pel of Lite and Salvation to you; eſpecially Barnabas and 
mylelf, who have laboured ſo much amongſt you. Bur, 
as if ſome had made an Objection to theſe moſt reatonable 
Demands, he gives them up for himſelf, when he ſays, 
(2) If others be Partakers of this Power over you, are not we 
rather ? nevertheleſs we have not uſed this Power, but ſuffer 
all Things, leaſt we "wp hinder the Goſpel of Chriſt. As if 
he had faid (according to Dr. Pyle) (3) But, however, 
to cut off all Objections from ſome ot you, and to ſhew 
* mylelf clear of all private Intereſt among you, I have 
not made uſe of my Priviledge, and had rather be in 
* want of ſome Neceſſaries than inſiſt upon it. In like man- 
ner, in his farewel Sermon to the Church of Epheſus, he 
ſays, (4) Ihave coveted no Man's Silver, or Gold, or Apparel, 
yea, you yourſelves know that theſe Hands have miniſtred unto 
my Neceſſities, and to them that were with me. 7 
As I apprehend, that all other Paſſages in the Epiſtles, 
relative to this Subject, are of the like import with the 
foregoing, I ſhall oaly endeavour to obviate an Objection 
from the Caſe of Abraham and Melchiſedec. (5) Abra- 
ham made a Prefent ro Melchiſedec, but that infers no 
| Obligation; 


— 4 — 


11 co. ix. 4. K. 2 Vetſe 1, 3 hie ig ham. 
1 , 34." 5 Cen, xiv. 20, 


(10) 


Obligation ; beſides, it was not the Produce of Abraham's 
own Eſtate, but the Tenth of the Spoils taken in War; 
and that but for once ; when Melchiſedec had firſt preſent- 
ed him with Refreſhments of Bread and Wine at his Re- 
turn from the Slaughter of the Kings; and tho” the Au- 
thor to the Hebrews ſays, (1) that Levi paid Tithes in 
Abraham, the Senfe of the Word paid in this Verſe muſt 
be ſettled by the Fa#; and by two other Places; (2) in 
both which it is call'd a Gift. The Apoſtle, in his rea- 
faning about Melchiſedec, accommodates himſelf ro the 
ailing Notion of the ei, which was, that Chriſt 
— Melchiſedec repreſented) ſhould be a moſt emin- 
ent Perſon: This Compariſon ſuited his Purpoſe very 
well. (3) Now conſider, lays he, how GREAT this Man 
was, unto whom eren the Patriarch Abraham gave the tenth 
of the Spoils : that he muſt be GREATER than Abraham: 
(4) for without all Contradifion the leſs is bleſſed of the great- 
er; conſequently CHRIST is Greater than Moſes, and 
ſo Chriſtianity is preferable Judaiſm. This ſeems to be 
the whole Drift of the Author, and fo one of the laſt and 
| beſt (5) Paraphraſers upon the Epiſtles ſeems ro underſtand 
3 

This Conſtruction of Scripture is perfectly conſiſtent with 
the Doctrine and Practice of the primitive Church. (6) 
Father Paul ſpeaking of the Election of Miniſters ſays, This 
Order of admitting none to the Eccleſiaſtical Functions, 
but by election of all the Faithful in a general Aſſembly, 
« was inviolably obſerved, and continued ſo for about two 
hundred Years; the Mins/ters of the Church and the Poor 
«* ſubliſting all that while out of the Common Stock, 
* which had no other Fund than the Offerings of the Faith- 
ful at their Devotions. even ſo far down as the Year 

© 340 the Council of Antioch ordains, that the Biſho 
* who had the Effects of the Chureh in his Hands, ſhould 
« diſpoſe of them with much Caution, and in the Fear of 
God, for the good of the Poor and Strangers. That he 
ſhould rake no more to himſelf, than what Neceſſi juſtly 
required; alledging the Apoſtle's Words to Timothy, 
* having Food and Raiment let us be therewith Cres s 
50 that 


n. 


1 Heb. vii. 9. 2 Gen. . 20. Heb. vii. 2. 3 Verle 4 
4 Veiſe 7. 5 us Lens. 6 r 9 
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« that he ſhall not keep the Remainder to himſelf; that 
he ſhall not give it to his Brethren, or to his Children; 
but that he ſhall diſtribute ir according to the Advice of 
« the Prieſts and Deacons; that if he does not do it, he 
« ſhall be accountable to the Sy nod of the Province; and 
« laſtly, that if the Prieſts and Biſhop be accuſed of con- 
ſpiring together, to appropriate to themſelves the Eccle- 
« faſtical Revenues, the Synod ſhall examine this Accula- 
tion, and puniſh them if ir be found true. 

The Severity of theſe Cannons clearly diſcover the groſs 
degeneracy of the Clergy of that Age; the ſtrong Relent- 
ment of the Church thereupon ; with a plain Declaration 
what they accounted a proper Maintenance for Chriſtian 
Miniſters; nay, if we deſcend fo low as into the middle of 
the 5rh Century, (that dark and corrupt Age of the Church) 
we ſhall fiad Proſper of Aquitain, in this reſpect, an Apoſto- 
lic Man, when he ſays, ( 5 *a Miniſter able to live of him - 
* ſelf ought not to participate of the Goods of the Church; 
they that have of their own, and yet deſite ro have 
« ſomewhat given them, do nor receive it without great 
Sin.“ Thus, we ſee, that Chriſt, his Apoſtles, and the 
primitive Chriſtians, were ſo much againſt any ſuch Set- 
tlement as Tyrhes, that they approved only of a very mo- 
derate, voluntary and diſcretionary Maintenance, or rather a 
bare Subſiſtence for the 7 ent. 

But the Clergy will ſay, that as they dedicate them- 
ſelves wholly to the Miniſtry, and have no other Occu- 
= Tyrhes are no more than a neceſſary Subſiſtence for 
r 


The judicious Reader will obſerve, that this Objection 
is effectually anſwered already; for either (according to 
the Example of primitive Miniſters) they ſhould fol- 
low ſome honeſt Trade or Occupation, ( and fo Tythes 
would be needleſs) or, if they were really called by che 
Holy Ghoſt (as they profeſs) to give up chemlelves wholl 
to the Miniſtry, ſurely Reaſon demands, that they ſhou 
truſt for Support by their Miniſtry, in ſuch manner as the 
Holy Ghoſt itlelf directs: But I am willing to indulge 
them with a fe Anſwer to this grand Objection of theirs 
and may juſtly remind them, . 

G2 , 
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1 Proſper de Fita gostempt. I. 21. 
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iſt. That they had as much, or more, Church Buſineſs 
5 wy when they lubſiſted entirely by the free Alms of the 
co N : | 
| 240). That there is no Church Eſtabliſnment in the 
Province of Penſilvania; that Country is not burthened 
with Tythes, neither is there any Maintenance for Mi- 
niſters, otherwiſe than by the free Contributions of the Peo- 
e, and every Sect provides for their own Clergy; yer 
eligion is effectually lupported amongſt them, and they 
are as honeſt and wile as other Nations, and much more 
happy than any Tyrhe-paying Country in the World, be- 
cauſe every Man enjoys the Fruits ot his Labour, and can 
fic row his own Vine and Figtree and no one can make him 
afraid. | | 
3dly, That the (1) Secular Clergy of the whole Empire 
of Ruſſia (that vaſt Country) have no Tythes, but ſtand 
at the Benevolence of their Pariſhioners, and get a Main- 
renance by their Offerings, Shrifts, Marriages, Burials, 
Dirges, and Prayers for the Dead and the Living. 
Achly, That all Proteſtant Difſenting Miniſters ſubſiſt 
only by free. Contributions from their own Churches. 
5thly, And (what is very remarkable) the Church alſo 
confures herſelf in this Argument; whilſt the Clergy are 
continually trading in Benefices, wanting to change a 
worle for a better, and one for two, and at the ſame 
Time not allow ing their 175 Curates much more Wages 
than Day Labourers. hy to help out, ſay they, the 
Curate has frequently the Benefit of a School; ſo that at 
laſt ir appears that a Man may be of a ſetiled Occupation 
and yet have Talents and Time enough todo all the Prieſt- 
ly work of the Pariſh belides. If five hundred Clergymen 
may ſubſiſt in this Manner, they all may ſubſiſt ſo; then 
no Occation for Tythes. But when the Clergy cannot 
ſupport their Cauſe by the Goſpel, nor by Reaſon, they fly 
to the Plea of Law, as their /aſt Refuge, (as if Law could 
make Black White, and White Black) for (lay they) the 
Quakers ſcruple paying Tythes, becauſe they are not of 
Divine Right, bur they do not confider, that we claim them 
only by the Law of the Land. But the Quakers reply 
to this (as becomes all honeſt Men in ſuch like Cales) that 
l eh - for 
* Kn 
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1 Ran Catechiſm, p. 5 4. 
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for the precseding Reaſons, they apprebend that this Law 
of the Tad u NTRARY to the Law of Chriſt, and 
fo of Cute Moornfgfient wich the Goipel Ditperilation% 
and, ſay they, us Chriſt is our ſupreme Lord, we are houſid 
in Conſcyence to ebey Him rather than Man. | 

- This is perfectly agrecable ro'Bilhop Taylor's Doctrine, 
(Ductor Dabir. Book 3, Chap. 1.) where he ſays, © When 
divine and human Laws are oppoled, theſe muſt always 
< yeild re thoſe, and without Dupute, God is to be obey » 
ed rather than Man; and although we muſt obey Man 
for God, we muſt never obey Man againſt God; and 
therefore it was excellently councelled by Ben Sirach. 

* Let not the Reverence F am Mam canſe thee to Sin. | 

But ſince the Clergy inſiſt ſo much upon their civil 
Right ro Tithes, 1 think it proper ro enquire how they 
were firſt (t) introduced into this Nation. It appears 
(2) that Offa, King of Mercia; abeur the Year 794, mace 
a Law, whereby he gave unto the Church the Tythes of alt 
his Ki to expiate for the Death of ETHELBEKT, 
King of the Eaft-Angels, whom in the Year preceeding he 
had cauſe# balely-to be murdered on coming to Court 16 
marry his Daughter. Thus, we fee, that the Fuumarion 
of Tithes was Rid in Blood and Popery: A moft barbar- 
ous Murder of one Man is abfurdly and ſuperſtitioull/ 
ſuppoſed to be expiated by a Roberry committed on the 
hole of the People. Afterwards Tithes were 
tometimes given in honoùr of the bleſſed Virgin Mary, 
and all Saints, and in Reverence to the Feaſt of Exfter, or 
as a Whole fome Remedy or Attonement for the Sins of the 
People; for the Church tad publiſhed ir far and near, that 
by the Distribution of Alms, Perſons might be ablol. 
ved from Sm, which induced King Stephen ro confirm 
"Tithes and other Church Donations. Thus by one sale 
Pretence or another the Peo pl were perfectly gul'd out of 55 
2 8 7 | den 
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1. Ind they wers introduced into Denmart by King Harold, Apna 
1097, ' who gave great Power to the Biſhops, and granted tho 
'Femths of aff tbv Revenues of tht Coitmivy to the Clergy, - at which 
The utes being exaſperated, ſlew bim at Odenſea , but the Cler- 
a an Acknowledgement of big Favours beflowed upon them, 
placed bim in the Number of their Saints, Puffencoifs Introduds, 
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tenth Part of their Eſtates. I ſay a tenth Part, i 
all Tithes were Glebes; but as they are ſo invol- 
ved with the Labour, and tuch Hazzards of the Husband - 
man, as cannot well be eftimated in the Rent, I doubt, (all 
Things conſidered) the Deduction is oftentimes one ſixth 
more truly than one tenth. If a Farmer lays our a large 
Sum of Money with a View to improve his Land, in Caſe 
of Succeſs, the Parſon reaps a conſiderable Benefit thereby; 
bur in Caſe of Loſs, the Miniſter is juſt were he was. 
Again, if a Man purchaſes an Eſtate of barren, or Fen 
Lands, and is at a great Expenſe in draining them, or 
making them fir for Tillage; if his Project ſucceed, the 
Tithes are vaſtly augmented ; but it the Gentleman loſes 
all his Money, it is nothing to the Doctor: I ſuppoſe 
theſe Encroachments u Labour and Ingenuity of the 
People, were ſome of the (1) SMALL Occafions that 
Laymen took (in the Time of VIII. and before) to 
withdraw their Tithes. 

Bur for a more ample Diſcuſſion of this Subjects, I de- 
fire ro refer my Reader to Barclay's Apology, Pearſon's 
Great Cale of Tirhes, and the Anſwer to the Parſon's 
Plea ; of which laſt Piece it is needful ro iay, that how 
much ſoever the Quakers applaud rhe argumentative Parr 
thereof, as they diſapprove the Invedtve Part, ir oughr 
not to be charged to their Account, 

Before I enter into my Remarks upon the TYTHE- 
BILL, it may be neceſſary to oblerve, that when the Cler- 
27 defired to have a Clauſe inſerted in their Behalt in the 
mation Act, impowering them to take the Value of the 
Tithes of Quakers by Juſtice's Warrant, it was ſed, 
that ſince choſe that Method as the eaſieſt and moſt 
beneficial to themſelves, that they ſhould be confined there- 
to, and reſtrained from harraſſing the Quakers in Courts 
of Law; bur they objected to this 1 with a 
good deal of Reſentment, as carrying with it an Inſinua- 
tion injurious to the Honour and Character of Clergy- 
men, by ſuppofing, that ANY of them were capable of 
chufing ſevere Methods, when they could come at their 
Demands by milder Means ; which was the whole Rea- 
ſon why ſuch a Reſtriction was not inſerted in . 
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I am Sorry, that their Practiſe ſince, made it impoſ- 
fible A fm ro offer the ſame Arguments in the late De- 
bate upon the Tithe- Bill, but am moſt of all concerned to 
ſee them contending at this Day for the exerciſe of a Severi- 
ty. which they once to abhor even in Speculation, 
and the Suppeſirion of which they treated as the higheſt Re- 


oach. | 

2 As to the Tithe- Bill, I remember (ON A CERTAIN 
OCCASION) it was faid by one, That he was for Li- 

of Conſcience in mere Speculative Points, but as 
that Bill affected * og he could not agree to ir. But 
if the Quakers Scuple of Conſcience be confidered, with 
all its Circumſtances, the Clergy are no more affected by ir 
than by a Point of mere Speculation, fince they did nor 
thereby ask for the Abolition of Tithes ; nothing was de- 
fired therein, but that the cruel Part of the Clergy nughbt be 


reſtrained from ruin 


ing them. 

It was alſo ſaid, * - * _ c_ Suffer. 
ings, they ought not to go further nt rw 
re gp 9 a — that few Proſecutions 9d 
been carried on lately, ſo no Reaſon to ask for Relief; 
bur if this were true, the Inference will not hold; becauſe 
whilſt the Power is in the Clergy, the Quakers are never 
Safe; tis the mildneſs of the Government only that gives 
them a Check, for whenever the Gorernment has been ſevere, 
the Clergy were always Tyrannical. 

It may well be Matter of —_— that for Proof of 
the Quakers Sufferings, Legal Evidence ſhould be inſiſted 
upon, in a Caſe fo notorious, and where every Body is 
certain, that the Clergy have Power to 2 A Copy 
of a Proceſs cannot always be had, and when it may, it 
would be very — 1 to collect a good Number of 
them. If the Church of England thought the printing of 
their own (1) Sufferings was a ſufficient Evidence of the 
Truth of them, why do they require more of the Qua- 
kers? The Quakers have publiſhed a Brief Account of 
their Proſecutions from 1696 to 2736, which the Clergy of 
London did their beſt to invalidate, by paliating the Cir- 
cumſtances of thoſe Sufferings, in a Pamphlet, intitled, 
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An EXAMINATION, &c. which is folidly refed by 


(rs) 


the Quakers in their Anſwer, intitied, A VINDICA LJ, 
ON, &c. The Clergy reply d to this. allo, but in ſuch a 
weak evalive Manner, as rendered it almoſt needleſs to con- 
tinue the Controver ſy. However, for the Satisfaction of the 
Publick, they purlued them with a ſhort and full Anſwer ; 
and lam perſwaded, that every impartial Examiner of rhe/e 
Books, will conclude, with rhe Author of rhe Quakers 
Viagication, P. 124. That if the Clergy of other Dio- 
« celks, ſhall pudlith ſuch Deſences of themſelves, they will 
thereby larisfy the World of their Inabiliry to gainſay 
the Repreſentation of rhe Quakers in any material Point, 
and fully convince the Legiſlature of the Neceſſity of the 
<* defired Reſtriction; a Reſtriction equally conducive to 
* the Relict and Sccurity of the conſcientious and opprel- 
© fed Quakers, and the Honour of the Church by Law 
eſtabliſn d, and rhe Repurarion of her Clergy. | 
When no ſeaſible Objections can be raked againſt the 
Circumſtances of the Caſe, then out comes the old or- 
taodox Charge of Gl/tizacy, which was always brought 
againſt the Church ot Eng/and by, the Church of Rome, 
- when ſhe was in Power, for then Churchmen pleaded Con- 
ſcience, R the Lang of the Land, Theretore, Turpe 
e/t Defiors can Culpa regarduit ipſum. we 
But the Clergy ought to antwes all the Arguments of 
the Quakers, and fairiy cenvince them of their Miſtake, 
before there is any Room ſor ſo foul a Charges bur, ſay 
they, the Qnakets wi not ycild to the Force of Convicti- 
an! ſo laid. the Pxpiſts to their Fathers. But had Church - 
men Chao. rey, WO] ready admit, that the Quakers 
reſutal to pay Lithes is pu Conſcientious. (1) . ſince no 
* razzoua! Man, conũde ring bis Circumſtances and Family, 
« would jocur inch ſetere Sufferings on any other Ac- 
count. Bulides, where is the Juſtice of charging a Man 
with Obſtizacy only for his modeſt Difſens. from his Neigh- 
bour ia ane /ingle. Point. If a Man is obſtinate by Na- 
ture it appears by the general Courſe of his Conduct; 
but I knew a Man thrown. into Priſon for Tithes (where 
he lay I Years) remarkable for his good Nature and 
all ſocial Virtues; lo harmleſs he was, that he would not 
hurt a Worm; when 1 viſiced him, in Priſon, he ſotewef of” 
X n a r 
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the Affair, with ſo much tenderneſs, as carried the cleareſt 
Conviction along with it, that all his Fault was a ſcrupu- 
lous Conſcience. 5 

If it be ſaid, that ſome Proſecutions could not be pre- 
vented by the Acts now. in Force, the Title to the Tithe 
being brought in Queſtion. I anſwer, the Quaker 
brought it not into Queftion firſt 5 but if rhe Parſon be- 
gins a Suit, the Quaker is obliged to give his Anſwer in- 
to Court, or be committed to Priſon for Contem So 
if the Law is defective in this Cafe, what ſays Reaſon? 
ler the Law. be. amended. If it be objected, that the Qua- 
ker ſometimes takes all rhe Corn our of his Field, and locks 
ie up in his Barn, and fo the Parſon is obliged ro ſue him. 
Oa this Cale it is to be obſerved; that the Quaker thinks 
it as ill ro ſer out the Tithe as to pay it, fo cannot con- 
fine himſelt to any particular ordering of that Part, differ- 
ent from the other Corn: Bur did the Typing nas 
bring a Juſtice's Warrant, he might the Barn rs, 
and take his Demands without any ce. Bur if ir 
be ſaid, that he cannot have a Warrant for theſe Sore of 
Tithes, when they. exceed the Value of ren Pounds, then 
the Ca ſe is plain, that the Tithe Laws (as I faid before) 
want to be amended, a Thing defired by the Quakers, 


buc x 6 Wh by the Clergy, tho' ſuch aLaw might be com · 


in a few Words. Conſine bur the Clergy to a 
Tuftice's Warrant for taking both ſmall Tithes on 5 Pre- 
miſſes, and great Tithes our of the Field, Stack, or Barn; 
by this Means the Parſon will come at his Demands rea- 
dily, and the Quaker would be greatly relieved. 

Such a Bill as this the Quakers patiently wait for, and, 
conſidering by how great a Majority the late defective Bill 
paſſed in the Houſe of Commons, and how ſmall a Majo- 
rity of the Temporal Lords were againſt committing of it, 
they (I believe) humbly hope, that ſome Reliet will be 
granted them ere long. 

In the Interim. (I know) that they are truly thankful 
for the generous Intentions, and warm Endeavours, of ſo 
many noble Lords and Gentlemen in their Favour. 
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A REPLY to two Papers in the Gentle- 
man's Magazine for March and April 
1737, wrote in Defence of Tithes ; eſpe- 
cially to the laſt, gu J. B. 


T's plain, that the * Drift of both theſe Authors, (eſ- 
tally the laſt) is, to reſt the whole Cauſe in Defence 
of Tithes upon the Plea of Law only: They ſeem to look 
upon this as their Sheer Anchor, that will hold all Winds 
and Weathers. I may well therefore call it the Clergy's 
laft Refuge, as I did in my Differration upon Tithes, prin- 
ted laſt Year, of which we have but an imperfe&t A 
in the Magazine for March, p. 155. 

Laws are neceflary for the Preſervation of civil Right, 
and ought to be obey'd ; unleſs, as the (1) judicious Hooker 
obſerves, there be Reaſon ſhewed, which may neceſſari - 
ly inforce, that be Law of Reaſon, or of God, doth en- 
« join the contrary. | 
© "This is the diſtinguiſhing Circumſtance of the preſent 
Controverſy, which few conſider ; and thus I pur ic in my 
Diflertation, ( tho' omitted by rhe Abſtractor) T.iat the 
Quakers apprehend that this Law of the Land, enjoining 
Tithes, is contrary to the Law of Chriſt, and fo, of 
« courſe, inconſiſtent with the Goſpel Diſpenſation; and, 
« fay they, as Chrift is our ſupreme Lord, we arc bound in 
© Conſcience to obey bim rather than Man. (2) | . 
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Fe ewbich Reaſon, and becauſe no Reply war made on Behalf 
of the other Author, it a meedleſs to take furtber Notice of bis 
Paper. 1 Hooker's Eccl. Pol. Lib. 1. Seck, 16. 

2. B. Buynet condems Nourefidence and Pluralities on the very 
ſame Betzom, ben be ſays, © whatſoever Right the La ws of the 
© Land may give [ the Clergy ] to them, yet certainly, according 
© tothe Divine Law, thoſe who do wot wan at the Altar eugbt 
© wot to be Partakeri with the Altar,——bow firongly ſorver 
* ( theſe Diſpenſations) may be in Law, yet they are nothing is 
© Conſcience, Paſt, Care p. 45. f 
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I endeavoured to demonſtrare in the former Part of 
that Paper, that Chriſt, his Apoſtles, and the primitive 
Chriſtians (far from being ſilent, or leaving it as a Mat- 
ter of Indifference) were utterly againſt any eſeabl:ſbed 
Maintenance for Miniſters. (1) Hiſtorians ſay of St. Jude, 
that he propogated the Goſpel in Syria and Melopotamia, 
generally working as a Huzbandman ; and died in the Year 
of Chriſt 72; which was atrer the writing of St. Paul's 
Epiſtles, and makes it as clear as can be, that hitherto the 
Church had kept to the primitive Inſtitution. We alſo 
find, ſo low down as the Year 340, that the Council of 
Antioch decreed, that the Biſhop (who had the Effects of 
the Church in his Hands) ſhould rake no more ro him- 
ſelf than what Neceſſity juſtly required, alledging the Apo- 
ſtle's Words ro Timothy, having Food and Raiment let us 
be therewith Content. | 

(2) In the Year 398 there was a Conteſt about this 
very Matter; the Meſſalians holding, that Miniſters 
{hould nor ger their Living by Labour, bur depend upon 
the Providence of God for Support from others. On 
which Aurelius, a Reverend old Biſhop of Carthage, 
wound up the Diſpute with theſe remarkable Words, 
That as the Apoſtle Paul laboured with his Hands, as 
Opportunity ſerved, tor his Livelihood, and that the o- 
« ther Apoſtles, - as Time and Occafion permitted, uſed 
< their Trade and Buſineſs, as Clemens teſtifies ;-— ſo we 
* who attend on preaching the Goſpel, neglect not at In- 
* tervals to do our Bulineſs; for ſome of us are Fiſhers, 
« ſome Carpenters, and ſome Husbandmen, and are nor 
not at any Time idle.” On which the Council of Carthage 
decreed, That all Miniſters, how able or eminent ſoever 
they be, ſhall earn their Living by an honeſt Trade. 

Here, I fay, was a formal Controverſy about the Point 
in Queftion, © and clearly decided in favour of the Qua- 
kers Principles; and is the more cogent, as i: is ſo long after 
the Time of Chrift and his Apoſtles. So rhat we may well 
conclude, that Tithes, or any ſettled Stipe nd for — 
are quite Contrary to the Chriſtian Lam: How then 
ought a Chriſtian to behave, it Men make Laws oppoſite 
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to the Divine Laws? Let the Circumſtances of choſe 
Laws be never fo plaufible, he cannot acbively obey them, 
without giving up that Maxim, char Cbriſe i. 
his (i Lord and King. I lay, whether Tithes are 
free Contributions, or no Contributions, whilft they are 
applied to the Support of Miniſters, totally to exem 
them from Labour, a Chriſtian Man ought to ſtand ſtill, 
and yeild only paſſive Obedience to the Laws of his Coun- 
try, wharevcr Difficulties they involve him in. 
Thus I have ſettled the main Argument againſt Tithes, 
which we ſhonld never looſe fight of through all the wind- 
ings and ſhifrings of ſubtil Men, and their inconſiſtent 
Laws with the Laws of Chriſt. Nn 
But for the Satisfaction of the Reader, I tha rſue 
the Adverlary further. (1) The Reverend John Cooke 
(as he is called) ſeems to be very poſſitive, that Chrift, 
when he paid Tribute, had no regard to what ule it was 
applied, Whether ro the Maintenance of lazy Prieſts, 
or Idolatry, or the like. No, ſays he, (Page 134) he 
gave it becauſe it was demanded by a lawful Authority. 
Bur ir cannot, in Reaſon be ſuppoſed, that Chrift had 
no Regard ro what Uſe the Tribute he paid was apphed, 
io imagine chat he would pay Tribute for the Support of 
Idolatry, is to ſuppoſe, that he would contribute to the 
deſtruction of his own Kingdom. Chriſt indeed medled 
not with Afairs purely civil, but yet he began his Religion 
with a free Publication of it to rhe World; which plain- 
ly chews the Diſtinction he would have made there 
been Occaſion) betwixt paying towards · ve of 
civil Government, and the maintainance of Religion, eſ- 
pecially an idolatrous one. All this is agreeable to the 
Semimears of the primitire Chriftians ſeveral Apes after. 
(2) Dr. Cave ſays, that Tertullian told the te of 
Rome, Thar although they refuted to pay che Taxes, 
rated upon them for the Mainta inance of the Heathen 
© Temples, yet for all other Tribures they had enuſe to 
* give = Chriſtians Thanks, for ſo faithfully paying what 
„was due.“ f "34s A enen — 
My other more gentle Antagoniſt feems to admit, 
200) that our Objection of iuperſtitious Motives, and ſu- 
REG : Alerxſtitious 
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patftitions Uſes, is a rolerable Objection, it being made 
againſt the Papiſts by the Proteſtants, when the latter alie- 
nated the Abbey Lands; bur then (lays he) nothing bur 
Superſtition as great, or greater, can juſtify a Man for not 
complying with the prelent Laws. Whereas it is not the 
Degree of Superſtirion, (that being almoſt impoſſible to 
adjuſt) bur the poſſitive Nature of it, which is ſufficient in 
this Cale: And what is Superſtition in ſuch like Matters 
will ſeldom be generally agreed upon, Chriſtianity ĩtſelf be- 
ing once call'd fo by the Heathens, and what the Proteſt- 
ants call ſo, the Papiſts call Piety and Devotion: So when 
the Epiſcopalians may think, that they have entirely re- 
moved the Objections, by new modelling the Ules to 
which theſe Donations were at firſt applied, the Quakers 
may poflibly think, that the work is but half done, whilſt 
the Tithes themſelves ſubſiſt in any Shape; becauſe the 
Remembrance of the original Claim is the better preſerv d 
thereby, and will the more readily be laid hold off, when- 
ever the Church has an Opportunity, eſpecially as a Per- 
ſon's Right or Title in them is ſtill pleaded in the Name 
of the Church. Bur what is moſt material, and what this 
Gentleman inſiſts upon is, that National Tithes are now 
no forced Contributions, nor indeed any Contributions 
at all, becauſe both the Purchaſer of the Land and the 
Tenant is allowed for them in the Rent.— But if they were 
forced Contriburions ar firſt, ( and the People have 
never been eaſy with them) in Reaſon they ought ro be 
eſteemed ſo now. If it clearly appears, that my Great- 
Grandfather had Part of an Eſtate forcibly and unjuſtly 
taken from him, tho' another Man has paid the Value for 
it ſince, ir ought in reſort to be reſtored to me again. If 
indeed, thro? length of Time, the Right Heir cannot be 
found; either the Publick, or rhe Perſon in Poſſeſſion of 
the other Patt, ſhould hold it; but in either Caſe it 
ought not to be applied to Idolatry, or to any Ule, con- 
trary to the Laws of Chriſt, as Tirhes are. X 
That Tithes were Superſtitious, and thereupon forced; 
at firſt z and that the People have been uneaſy with them 
ever ſince, is (I rhink) uadeniable, it it be only briefly 
confidered, that Dr. Prideaux (in his Original and Right 
of Tithes, as I obſerved - my (1) Differtation) 2 
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* Thaz Offa, King of Mercia, about the Year 794, made 
© a Law, whereby he gave unto the Church the Tithe of 
all his Kingdom, to expiate for the Death of ETHEL- 
* BERT, King of the Eaft- Angels, whom, inthe Year pre- 
* ceeding, he had cauſed baſely te be murdered on his 
coming to Court to marry his Daughter.” What can be 
a more wicked and arbitrary Iatroduction of any Law 
than this? When the Clergy had once got footing in one 
Part of the Nation, they made it their Buſineſs ro 
mote a general Law as loon as they could, which is ſaid 
to be effected in the Time of Ethelwolph, a ſuperſtitious 
Prince, by the Intereſt of Swithen, who, as (1) Rapin ob- 
ierves, inftill'd into him an extream Affection for the 
Church and Clergy, wherein (ſays that Author) the main 
of Religion was then made to conſiſt. 

Leſley, in order to make the beſt of his Cauſe, in his 
Divine Right of Tithes, ſays, That this Law and Vow 
« were confirmed and renewed by almoſt every King and 
Parliament that ſucceeded, in the Reigns of Alfred, Ed- 
ward, Athelſtan, Edmund, Edgar, Canutus, and Ed- 
ward the Confeſſor, before the Conqueſt; and from 
William the Conqueror, down all the Way to Henry 
VIII. in many Parliaments, with ſolemn Curſes and 
Imprecations upon themſelves and Poſterities, who ſhou'd 
« detract any of the Tithes fo vowed and granted; and 
« ſuch Curſes and Excommunications were pronounced in 
the moſt ſolemn and dreadful Manner, by the Biſhops, 
with burning Tapers in their Hands, in the Preſence of 
King, Lords and Commons, in Parliament aſſembled, 
and all conſenting, and confirming the ſame in the 
Name of themſelves and Poſterities. And, as it is ex- 
0 in the Act of Parliament made in the Reign of 
King Edmund, Anno 940, wherein all the People are 
charged upon their Chriſtianity to pay their Tithes, and 
- * thole who neglect it are declared accurſed, (i. e.) ex- 

communicated; and they were eſteemed as Men who . 
dad renaumced their Chriſtianity, and not to deſerve the 
Names of Chriſtians.” 

Thus far he: To all which a (2) Friend of mine replies; 

* Obſerve 
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« Obſerve here in what a ſuperſtitious and terriſy ing Manner 
* the Law for Tithes was firſt impoſed on this Nation; 
does this look like a Law founded in Equity, and aſſent- 
ed to by a free People; or rather a Bull of the Pope's, 
iſlued out with the Thunder and Terror ot the Vatican? 
It all the Lands in England were the King's Demelne, 
and Ethelwolph had a Right and Power to confer the 
Tithes of all the Kingdom upon the Church, and was 
ſo minded, what need was there for his Vows? And if 
the Lords and great Men of the Realm did voluntarily 
and freely accept the Land at the King's Hand, with 
this Clog upon them, what need was there for theſe ſo- 
lemn Curſes and Imprecations upon themſelves and 
Poſterities? And if the People did know, tha: the 
Tithe or Tenth of their Lands, tranlmitted and paſſed 
from the Lords and great Men to them, was the Cler- 
Go due, and no more theirs than the other nine Parts 
were the Clergys; I ſay did the People know, and 
were really periwaded of thar, then whar need had the 
Biſhops ro pronounce Curſes and Excommunications 
with burning Tapers in their Hands, in Preſence of 
King, Lords and Commons, in Parliament aſſembled, 
and declare thoſe who neglect to pay their Tithes ac- 
curſed, and Men who had renounced their Chriſtia- 
* nity.” In ſhorr, we ſhall find the ſame Uneaſineſs among the 
People in the Time ot Henry the VIII. and alſo in the 
Reign of Edward VI. to what elſe can be attributed the 
Laws for treble Damages and Coſts of Suit, and other 
Severities in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts? And all this be- 
fore Men ſo much objected againſt them on a religious 
Bottom. Are not the People at this Day as much uneaſy 
as ever? I am ſure that many of them (who are not 
Quakers) think it hard, that they cannot improve a Farm, 
but the Parſon will run away with Part of their Labour, 
Ingenuity and Coſt ; for this is what cannot be rightly eſtima- 
ted in the Rent, and oftentimes makes the Tithe to be 
more juſtly computed at one Sixth than one Tenth, as I 

obſerved in my Diſſertation, / | 
We ſee, that the Country Curate (mentioned in the 
Magazine, Page 201) * compounded for his Tithes, to 
prevent Occaſion of Miſunderſtanding with his Parithion- 
* ers, It being very Troubleſome to have his Eyes con- 
* tinually on his Neighbours Yard, Swine-ſty, and every 
D 2 little 
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little Hole, where his Calves and other titheable Ani- 
mals were kept, 12 

As to Purchaſers, People are under a Neceſſity of pur- 
chaſing, not as they would, but as they can; it is ſuffici- 
ent that they be willing to reſtore the Tithe to the right 
Heir if it were poſſible, or to apply it to ſome Service of 
the Publick, not inconſiſtent with the Laws of Chriſt. 
But becauſe Tithes are thus unchriſtianly and forcibly 
ſettled upon us, does it therefore follow, that they ought 
never to return again to the People, from whom they 

were taken? Lhe lame way ot arguing might have 
been uſed againſt aboliſhing Peter-pence : The right Heirs 
were not to be found; the Perſon who purchaſed the E- 
ſtate was allowed for the Incumbrance, and fo was the 
Tenant; and yet the Parliament thought fit ro aboliſh 
that Law, and divers ſuch like, whercot the Perſons laſt 
in Poſſeſſion reaped the Benefit; but before ſuch a Law 
as this could be obtained, ſome of the (1) Lollards (to 
whom our Churchmen may be ſaid to be Succeſſors) were 
burnt, for not paying this very Tax, tho' it was then due 
by the Laws, as much as Tithes are now. So that they 
alſo made a Diſtinction betwixt a Tax for the Support 
of Government, and a Tax for Religion. 

Ir ought to be remembered in this Place, that there are 
many Vicarages in England, where nothing is abated or 
conſidered in the Rent of the Houſes, on account of theſe 
ſort of Tirhes, the Miniſters demand, (by way of Eaftcr- 
Offerings) lying upon the Inhabitants at ſo much a Head 
for every one in the Family that is a Communi- 
cant, or upwards of 16 Years of Age; a poor labouring 
Man, tho' a Diſſenter, (one whom the Vicar knows has 
no Benefit of his Miniſtry) muſt pay ſo much a Year for 
bis Hand, or Liberty of working. 

Upon the whole then we 1ce, that Force and Fraud in- 
troduced Tithes; and that (contrary to what my Anta- 
iſt ſays P. 200) the Government has noe ſettled a 
intenance on the Clergy without Injury to any Man. Ir 
is not by far ſo equitable as io Ruſſia, and much leſs in 
Penfilvania, that only free Country in the Univerſe. 
Therefore as Tithes were introduced by Force, and — 


—— — 
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—  - — - 


(25 ) 


been (more or leſs) ſupported by Force, I mean by ſevere 
Laws, to this Day, to the Injury and great Diflatisfaction 
of the People, they may juſtly be ſaid (more or leis) ro be 
forced Contributions ſtill, and as ſuch, according to my 
Antagoniſt, ought to be given up. In this Caſe it is ne- 
ceſlary to go further back than thd Reformation, or William 
the Conquercr; the Reformers leaving this Abu ſe uncor- 
rected, to which if William the Conqueror contributed 
any Thing, we know it was by Force, Spoil and Ra- 
pine. 

(1) The long and lamentable Story of the Vicar's Mis 
fortunes is entirely owing to his wrong ſetting out at 
firſt, and to the milchievous and erronous Method of pro- 
viding for Goſpel Miniſters. Had his Father put him 
Apprentice to an honeſt Tradeſman, he might have ſaved 
his Money, and lived comfortably in the World, and been 
a Preacher roo, if the Holy Ghoſt had called him to it, as he 
was obliged to declare at laſt before the Biſhop, after he 
had ſpent ſo much of his Fortune; neither would he then 
have involy'd amongſt Per ſecutors (as he now juſtly 
is) becauſe, 

iſt. He proſecuted a Man for Tithes, who refuſed to 
pay him only upon a conicientious Account. 

2d. Becauſe he might have taken as much as his Com- 
—— came to, either with, or, poſſibly, without a 
— without any Danger of Trouble from the ſaid 

uaker. 

3d. If the Pariſnioners took any Advantage by what 
he loſt in his Tithes by the Quaker, they ought to be pro- 
ſecuted rather than him, becauſe they had not the 
Plea of Conſcience to make. 

And as the Vicar recovered treble the Value, beſides 
Coſts of Suit, this muſt, in my Judgement, be called a 
very ſevere Proſecution. ' 

am 


I It ſeems, that a good Part of the Nc Patrimony, which 
eas betwixt 5 and 6001. was laid out in bis Education, for 
which be could come at no better a Living than about 60 J. . ar, 
biz Fatber alledging, that be bad no Intereſt with great Men 
to procure better Preferment for bim, and that as for Merit it could 
do bum but little Service, baving obſerved Men of Parts, Probuy 
aud Learning, very ill provided for in the World, Mag, P. 100, 
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I am ſorry to ſee my Antagoniſt, who talks ſo ſmooth- 
ly in the beginning of his Letter, reſolve all the Plea of 
ſcience into nothing but Sturdineſt; which is ſpeaking 
as harſhly as he well could; nor is it conſiſtent with his 
own Words, when he fays, That Difference in Opinion 
is an Imperfection we ſhall in ſome Degree be ſubject to, 
after our beſt Endeavours uſed to remove it; why then 
might not the Quaker be ſuppoſed, poſſibly, to be in the 
Right, and to act merely upon a ſcruple of Conſcience, as 
much as another Man? Is this treating my Friend with 
a Spirit of Meekneſs, as he deſires I ſhould treat him? 

However, my Gentleman aſſures me, he admits moſt of 
the Principles I argue from, and that he cannot think 
ol the Evils complain'd of but with deep Regret, and his 
View of writing is, with my Aſſiſtance, to diſcover the 
© true Cauſes of them, and what, in Reaſon, ought to be 
done to prevent them.” Kg 

In my Opinion, theſe Evils are really owing to the Er- 
ror of upholding Tithes, whereof, as toon as the Nation 
comes ro be convinced, with removing the Cauſe the 
Effect will ceaſe. In the Interim, I think, in point of Hu- 
maniry, the Clergy ſhould be reftrained from taking ruin- 
ous Methods of Proſecution. It they can come at their 
Tithes eafily, where is the great and grievous Inconveni- 
* ence to them? How are they hurt? If a Law was 
made, impewering the Clergy to take all ſorts of Tithes 
by Juſtice's Warrant en/y, where could the Damage be to 
them? the Quaker bears all the Charges, and the Juſtices 
are of the Clergy's own Church, who therefore cannot in 
Reaſon be ſuppoſed ro take the Quaker's Part wrongfully. 
And why the Clergy ſhould be againſt ſuch a Law as this, 
when formerly they made noObjection to the juſtices Power 
to fine, puniſh, and baniſh Quakers, from their native 
Country, is, to me, perfectly unaccountable, without ſup- 
poſing That as That Law gave them Power to opprels, 
This would' take it from them. 

The Quaker too, by ſuch a Law, would be greatly re- 
ſieved, for as he holds paſſive Obedience to the Laws of his 
Country, as much as any Clergyman; be would, by this 
Means, preſerve a good Conſcience, (@ being conſtrained 
to part with his Goods, though in this leſs ruinous Man- 
ner, as really as if they were taken from him by ſevere 
and deſtructive Methods) he might alſo maintain his a 
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mily more comfortably, and be more uſeful in the Com- 
monwealth. 

This is my laſt Advice, wherein I have effectually 75 
vided for the Peace, Reputation, and Property too, of the 
Clergy, (as they think it.) Therefore, my good natured 
Correſpondent, let me hope for thy Approbation, fince 
we both of us think of the Evils of Perſecution with fo 
much Regrer, * 

J. H. 


A Defence of the Quaker s-Plea againff 
Tithes: In ſome Reflections on a Letter in 
the Gentleman's Magazine, for Sept. 1737, 
and /ien'd T. B. wrote in Support of Tithes. 


HIS Gentleman in his (1) firſt Letter on the Sub- 

ject of Tithes, profeſſing a generous Concern for the 
Sufferings of the Quakers, declares, that his View in 
Writing is, with my Aſſiſtance, to diſcover the true Cau- 
ſes of the Evils complained of, and what, in Reaſon, 
ought to be done to prevent them; to which I anſwered, 
(2) * In my Opinion, (and for which I had given 
my Reaſons) theſe Evils are really owing to the Error 
ot upholding Tithes, whereof, as ſoon as the Nation 
* comes to be convinced, with removing the Cauſe, the 
« Effect will ceaſe. In the Interim ——if a Law was 
made impowering the Clergy to take al ſorts of Tithe 
* by Fuſtice's Warrant only, where could be the Damage 
to them the Quaker too would be greatly relieved. 
To which my Correſpondent now replies, (3) I do not 
* ask, what in your Opinion, but what, in Reaſon, ought 
* to be done.” Bur I not only gave my Opinion, bur of- 
fered my Reaſons for it. I propoſed an Expedient which 
anſwered all the Ends that a wiſe and good Clergyman can 
delire; and which, at the ſame Time removes the Evil 
INES of; why therefore ought not this, in Reaſon, 
to be done? What does he mean by rejecting my Ad- 
vice and 2 — yet (4) asks it afreſh, withour 
me ing the Inlufficiency of my Scheme, or propoſing 
I = f Tich he grand Argument "x hi 
n lu Ot Iithes, t w rals 
Author relies upon throughout his whole Diſ- 
courſe is, that Government may ſettle Property as they 
pleaſe. without having any Regard to religious Conſidera- 
wit The Error — which — om what I * 

| icrv 
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1. Mag for April lat, p 199. 2 Page 26, 3 Mag p 541. 
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ſerved in my laſt (Page 20) when I quote from Dr. Cave, 

that the primitive Chriſtians refuſed ro pay the Taxes 

rated on them, for the ſupport of Heathenitm, for thi 

Gentleman might have told them as juſtly as the Quakers, 

to this E (Mag. b. 544, &c.) What is it to you how 
ro 


the Publick ſettles Property? You are no way concern- 
ed in the good or ill Application of their Taxes; it is 
no Merit or Demerit in You. Your Proſecutions are 
therefore owing to wrong ſetting out at firſt, and ro a 
miſchievous and erroneous Principle, that you are the 
only Judges how and in what Manner our Miniſters are 
to be provided for, &c. But for all this plauſible rea- 
ſoning the primitive Chriſtians would nor pay theſe Taxes, 
nor would they pay afive Obedience to any Law which 
interfered with their Religion. On all fuch Occaſions their 
common anſwer was 1 am a Chriſtian; or elſe they talk- 
ed in the Language of Tertullian, where he ſays to the 
the Senate of Rome (1) If I impeach your Laws of Er- 
* ror and Injuſtice, don't wonder at it, for they were made 
by frail Man, and not the unerring Wiſdom of God. — 
* (2) 'Tis not Antiquity or the Authority of the Lawgiver, 
but an experienced T/efulneſs and Equity, that recom- 
* mentis a Law; therefore, when they have nor thele ne- 
« ceflary Qualities, we have reaſon to find Fault with 
them, though we find to our Coſt thar they are ſtill in 
6 Forceg.? 
Wherefore ir comes to this ar laſt, that as the primitive 
Chriſtians then, (and the Quakers nom) never objected to 
the general or national Settlement of Property, in all civil 
Caſes, (the Difficulties occurring therein being leit undiſ- 
cuſſed in the Goſpel) yet as they refuſed to pay Religious 
Taxes, tho' ſettled in the very ſame manner as other Far- 
es were, ſo it only remains for me to prove, that Chriff, 
his Apeſiles, and the primitive Chriſtians, are all firmly a+ 
gainſt any ſuch Settlement of Property for Chriſtian Miniſters, 
as Tithes are; for then, if my Reader duly reflects upon it, 
he will ſee, that our Aurhor's Reaſoning equally aſſects 
the primitive Chriſtians and the Quakers,— for, what 
have you to do with the Settlement of Property, may be 
laid to them both W if I ſufficiencly a_ this 
ounts 
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Point, all this Gentleman's reaſoning from the Anabaptiſts 
making a wrong Inference from ſome Places of Scripture 
(it he charges them truly) comes to nothing ; and allo all 
that he ſays about Property: And this is what I ſhall en- 
deavour to make appear more fully than in my laſt, in 
which I ſhould then have been more explicit, but mere- 
Iy for brevity's Sake, and becaule I thought that my Oi / 
* (which was left at the Printer's) had come to 
my Correlpondent's Hands, as well as to the Hands of 
many others. | 
I there ſhewy, that (1) Chriſt and his Apoſtles have re- 
commended 1 voluntary and moderate Subjiſtance for Mi- 
niſters, during ſuch Part of their Time as they are enga- 
ged in the Work of the Miniſtry, and this not to he inſiſted 
_ where it is not freely offered; in oppoſit ion to all efta- 
iſhed Maintenance for Miniſters as ſuch Tithes are, which 
as I ſhewed in my laſt, were introduced into this Nation 
by Force and Fraud, and have ever fince been ſupported 
by extraordinary ſevere Laws, and may therefore juſtly be 
laid to be forced Contributions ſtil, for which Rea on theſe 
ords, 


— —— — 
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1 That this D tine i; perſectih con ſiſtent with the moral Rea- 
ſem of Things, ſo great an Eccleſtaſt ic as the Archbifpopy of Cam- 
bray acknowledges, in bis Dialogues concerning Elcquence, par- 
ticularly that Kind that is fit for the Pulpit, p 32, 38. As *an 
© Orator's Aim foould be to make People more Wiſe and Viriucus, 
© be Hould bave nothing to hope or fear from bis Hearers with 
© Regard to bis own Intevefl, If yew allowed of ambitious mer 
© cenavy Declaimers, do yu think they would oppoſe all the fooliß 
© woruly Paſſions of M If they themſelves be ſubje# to Avarice, 
© Ambition, Luxwry, awd ſuch bameful Diſorder), wil they be able 
to cue ethers? If they ſeck after Wealtd, can they be fit to diſ- 
© engage othert from that mean Purſuit A grant, that a virtuous 
* and di fmterefied Ora, ought always te be ſupplied with the 
© Conveniencics of Life; ne cas be ever want them, if be be 
© at1me Fhilaſephor : 1 mean, fuch a wiſe and worthy Perſon as 
is fit to reſorm the Manners of Men, for then be will Ive after 
* 4 pain, modeſt, frugal, laborious Manne. He will bave Oc- 
8 but or little, and that little be will never want, tho 
© he ſhould vemer it wich his own Hands, Now what is Su- 
© perfinows ought not to be offered him, 4s 4 Recompence for 
© bis pablick Services, and indeed it is wot Worthy of bis Accept: 
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Words, eſtabliſhed Maintenance and forced Contributions, 
when applied to Tithes, are convertible Terms, and carry 
the very ſame Idea with them. When I ſay. Phether 
Hebes are free Contributions or no Contributions it is merely 
in Condeſcention ro my Antagoniſt, my Meaning 1s, that as 
they are appointed in a Manner different to what Chriſt, 
his Apoſtles, and the primitive Church direct, (cal them 
what he will) they cannot be ſubmitted to, without break- 
ing that fundamental Law of - Chriſtianity, of regarding 
Chriſt as our ſupreme Lord and King in religious Matters; 
ſo that this no way affects any Wealth Quaker who 
preaches the Goſpel freely. (x) When Thriſt ſent forth 
his Dilciples to preach the Goſpel, he commanded them 
to provide nothing for their Journey, for, ſays he, the 
* Workman is worthy of his Meat. Alſo when he ſent forth 
* the Seventy, he lays, in the ſame Houſe remain eating and 
* drinking ſuch Things | as they GIVE, for the Labourer is 
* worthy of his Hire. By the Word Meat in St. Matthew, 
* "tis ealy to conceive, that no more was intended, than 
that the Diſciples might reaſonably expect all neceſſary 
Accommodations of the People they preached to, whilſt 
* their Time was taken up in the Work of the Miniſtry.” 
For we cannot extend it further, without putting great 
Violence upon thele remarkable Words of our Lord (2) 
Freely ye have received, freely give. (3) And that the word 
* Hire in St. Luke implies no more is clear from the pre- 
«* ceeding Part of the Verſe, which explains it by thele 
* emphatical Words, eating and drinking. ſuch Things as 
* they GIVE, and ſo the learned Dr. Samuel Clark un- 
* .derſtands it; his Paraphraſe on the Paſſage of St. Luke 
* runs thus, For as a Workman has a juſt Right to his 
« F/ages, ſo while ye are labouring for the Welfare and 
eternal Benefit of Men, ye may well expe to be ſuſtain- 


ed by them for the ent. 
04 The lead N. ridaur grants, that St. Paul 


4 theſe Commands of our Saviour, when 
be ſays, (3) that as thoſe who miniſtred about boly Things 
in the lived of the Things of the Temple, and thoſe 
9 


who waited at the were made Partakers of the Altar, 
D 2 | > 4 fo 


1 Diſſertatiom p. 8. 2 Man- v. vi. 3 Difſers. p. 8. 
4 Original and Right of Tiiben, p, 26, 3 1 C. ix. 1 14. 
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f the Lord hath ordained, that thoſe w ho preach the Goſpe!, 
# ſhall live of the Goſpel.” As therefore theſe words, and 
fo the Lord hath ordained, have reference to Chriſt's own 
DireRion;, they muſt be underſtood in the lame Senſe, and 
area Xey to this Chapter, and to all ſuch like Paſſages in 
the new Teſtament, and therefore the moſt extenſive Con- 
ſtruction that this Text will admit of is, that as che 
Apoſtles might reaſonably expect᷑ kind Treatment and ſufficient 
Accommodations in their Travels, ſo St. Paul would have the 
Corinthians cpen bearted, and treat al! Goſpel Miniſters in 
like Manner. . He explains himſelf thus, (1) Have we not 
Power to eat nd drink? bave we not Power to lead about 
a Siſter, a Wife, as well as other Apoſtles, and as the Bre- 
thren of aur Lord, and Cephas? or I only and Ba. nabat, have 
we not Power to forbear working? As if he had faid, is it 
not reaſonable that vou mod allow us preſent Subſiſtence, 
and necæſſary Chriſtian Attendants, whkilft we are in our 
Travels, ' as well as the Brethren of the Circumciſion? 
it would be hard that we ſliould be obliged ro work for 
our Bread whilſt we are emplozed in pieaching the everlaft- 
ing Goſpel: of Lite and Salvation to you, elpecially Bar- 
nabas and myſelf, who have laboured 1o much amongſt 
you. Apreeable to this Conſtruction Dr. Pyle paraphrales 
that faying of Moles, thou ſhalt not muzzie the Mouth of 
the Ox that treadeth out the Corn. Tis there command- 


ed, ſays he, Deut. xxv. 4, that the very Ox that labours 


in treading the Corn, ſhould be ſuffered to eat the Corn, 


"whilſt be was at the Lalom ſo that this Power to live 7 


the Goſpel, by the free Offerings of Chriſtians, is not a Rigbe 
to — 83 becauſe a Miniſter may —— 
to preach among them once a Week, but only a realona- 
ble Expectation to have preſent Subſiſtence for his daily La- 
Four amomꝑſt them. Nor has —— his 2 vr 
myCorreſpondent poſſitively aſſerts, (2) that hey nee 

ot labour, for hoe? exprelly — that in Caſe the 
People did not receive them, that is (as Dr. Clark para- 
phraſes it) refuſed to entertain them, they were not to make 
4 Clamour about Maintainance, much leis take any Me- 
thod to oblige them ro ir, but only to (3) ſhake off ebe 
Duſt of their Feet, and fo depart, which neceſlarily _ 


. 
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oblige them ſometimes to work for their Living. When St. 
Paul, writing roTimothy, ſays (1) meditate on theſe Things, 
give thy ſelf up wholly up to them, (2) No Man that warreth 
entanzleth himſelf with the Affairs of this Life, he tells him 
nor, that, becauſe ir might be his Duty to dedicate him- 
lelf entirely to the Service of Miniſtry, therefore he may 
juſtly expect a fine rich Biſhoprick, but on the contrary 
reminds him, (3) that Godlineſs with Contentment is great 
Gain, and if he had but Food and Raiment to be therewith 
Content. As much as to lay, in all likelibood thoſe to whom 
thou adminiſters ſpiritual Things will admil * ſufficient 
temporal Things again, ſo far as Food and Miment, with 
which I advile thee ro be Content, and great ſhall be thy 
Reward jn the Kingdom of Heaven. Ir is thus that Ori- 
gen, Chryſoſtom, — and the Council of Antioch di- 
rectly apply theſe Texts. 

Here permit me to correct a Miſtake of our Author, 
(4) where he ſeems to think, that I aceount ir a Sin to ap- 
ply ones Mind to the natural and ordinary Means of Im- 
provement in religious Knowledge; No: Whar I hold 
in this Caſe is, that Learning is not abſolutely neceſſary to 
qualify a Man for the Miniſtry, and that the Sin lies in 
making a (5) Trade ot it, as I have been ſhew ing. (6) I 
find that the better Sort of Gentiles did continually upbraid 
the primitive Chriſtians, that their Teachers were Ma- 
vers or Combers of Wool, Coblers, Fullers, illiter ate and ex- 
ceeding Ruſtick,; which very well agrees with the Canon 
of the Council of Carthage, meitioned in my laſt, order 

ing 
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un, 
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I. 1 Tim. iv. 15, 2. 2 Tim. ii. 4. 3. 1. Tim. vi. 6. 8. &c 
4. T. B. Letter flands as a Reply to me from this Place, 
which in Mag. for March 1738, is called the Concluſion of the 

Quaker s Plea againſt Tithes. 

5. Is degenerate Ages Men run into [holy Order:] as 10 4 
8nbſiftence, or the Means of procuring it, and ſeem to bave no 
other Senſe of that ſacred Inflitution, than Mechanicks bave of ob- 
taining their Freedom or Company in which they bave paſſed their 
Apprenticeſdip. It were indeed bappy for the Church, if tbeſs who 
offer themſelves to Orders, bad but juch a Senſe of them as Tradeſ- 
men have of their Freedom, r. Paſt, Care, p. 50. 

6. Herald Avimad. in Arnob, Lib. 3. p. 139. 4 Orig, p. 144. 
Camb, Edits, 83 | 4 : . 
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ing Minifters to work for their Living, by which it looks 
as if they thought juſt as I do. 

As to thoſe Texts in the ſecond Col. Mag. p. 542, I ha- 
ving obviated this Author's reaſoning upon Wa in the 
beginning ot this Paper, need here only obſerve, that 
(1) the Abſtracter has taken them from the Preface to the 
(2) Brief Account of the Quakers Sufferings, where they 
are well applied ro ſhew the Nature of Goſpel Liberty, 
the Doctrine of Chriſt, and the Practice of the Apoſtles, re- 
lating to the Subſiſtence for Goſpel Miniſters; at leaſt what 
Paul very gapch recommended by his own Example, 
which was, that it would be more Honourable for Mini- 
ſters not to be chargeable to the Church in any Reſpect, 

or as little as poſſible. 

And now having prov'd, that Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
allowed only of a diſcretionary, moderate, and voluntary 
Maintenance, for Miniſters, I ſhall further obſerve, (by 
way of Corroboration and Confirmation of my Conftructi- 
on of Scripture) that (3) Father Paul, an honeſt and ju- 
dicious Hiſtorian, aſſerts, that for about 200 Years the 
« Miniſters of the Church and the Poor ſubfilted our of 
© the common Stock; which had no other Fund, than the 
Offerings of the Faithful.” And {4 ) Biſhop Burner, 
ſpeaking of rhe Apoſtacy of the primitive Church, in re- 
lation to Prieſts and Biſhops ſays, it was occaſioned part- 
ly by the Tyrany of Biſhops (ro which Bounds 

.* were ſet by the Laws and Canons) and partly by having 
- * a ſpecial Property and 'Benefice of their own, and not being 
maintained by a Dividend out of the common Stock of the 
Church as at firſt” Theſe Abuſes and Corruptions 
creeping into the Church, Councils were obliged to en- 
force primitive Doctrine and Practice as much as they 
could: It was for ſuch like Reaſons as theſe, that the 
Council-of Antioch, in the Year 340, ordained, that the 
Biſhop ſhould with much Care and Caution diſtribute the 
Effects of the Church amongſt — — and Strangers, 
taking no more for himielf and the Miniſters, than 
v har Neceſſity juſtly required, alledging the Apoſtles words 
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to Timothy, having Food and Raiment let us be therewith 
Content. Then comes the Council of Carthage, fo /ow 
down as the Year 398, when many Corrupt ions were 
crept into the Church, yer Chriſtians bent rhemlelves 
ſtrenuouſly at that Time to reſtore primitive Diſcipline, 
by enjoining Miniſters to follow ſome Occupation; it is re- 
markable roo, that the (1) Meſſalians, who pleaded againſt 
Aurelius, that the Clergy ſhould be wholly exempred 
from Labour, were at that Time accounted (2) Hereticks. 
My Antagoniſt is pleaſed ro ſay, that this Decree is 
ContradiAory to Scripture; of which the judigious Reader 
may judge, when he has conſidered the Rea ſonableneſs 
of my Conſtruction of Scripture Texts, as being perfectly 
conſiſtent with one another, and are alſo as conformable 
to the conſtant Ulage of the primitive Church, and to the 
Decree of the Council of Antioch, which is much to the 
ſame Effect with this Canon. Ir is a moſt egregious 
Miſa pprehenſion of this accute Reaſoner, not to diſern, 
that the lower down a primitive Cuſtom is afreſh enjo ind 
+ the greater Weight ſuch Decree carries with ir, eſpecially 
when the Decree is conſtituted * to correct an 
Abuſe growing upon the Church. w would he have 
triumphed over me could he have prov'd that Tithes, or 
any fix'd Mainrainance for Miniſters, were not only from 
rhe Beginning of Chriſtianiry, but continued inconteſtible 
ſo low down as the Year 398, and then ſome Hereticks 
oppoſed that kind of Settlement, but were rebuked with 
a ee of that eminent Council of Carthage. But tur- 
ther, becauſe I am deſirous to open his Eyes, and to let 
him ſee, that all Proteſtants (as he thinks (3) are not of 
his Mind, about the /atzneſs of this Decree, I recommend 
him to Biſhop Burner's Inſtruction, who ſpeaking of 
ſome Canons made in ſeveral Ages, relating to the Du- 
ties and Labours of the Clergy, ſays exprefly, (4) Igo 
* next to a worſe Scene of the Church, (always the later 
the worſe) to ſee what Proviſons were made in this 
Matter [of Pluralities] About the 8th Century, the 
£ worſe that thoſe Ages and Councils were, it makes the Ar- 
gument 
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« ut the Syronger, ſince even bad Min in bad Times 
«ld we e uch an Abuſe. In the Year 787, 


© the ſecond Council of Nice was held, that ſettled the 
* Worlhip of Images. The 15th Can on of it runs thus, 
No Clerk ſhall from henceforth be reckoned in two 
« Churches, for this is the Character of Traffick and Co- 
« yverouſnels, and wholly eſtranged from the Eccleſiaſtical 
« Cuftom.——For theſe Things which filthy Lucre has 
« brought into Church Matters are contrary to God. 
*© There is à variety of Employments for acquiring the ne- 
* ceſſary Supplies of this Life; let every one that pleaſes 
«* make uſe of theſe for furniſhing himſeiſ——for the Apoſtle 
* ſaid, theſe Hands have miniſtred to my Neceſſities, and to 
« thoſe that were with me.” All which is a ftrong Defence 
for the Council of Carthage, and inconteftibly confirms my 
Reaſoning. But I amcall'd upon to an{wer this Queſtion 
will you be decided by Ceuncils and their Decrees in this 
and other Caſes? To which I aniwer, Yes; when they 
are lo perfectly agreeable to Scripture and to one another 
as theſe are about the Point in Queſtion. Beſides, as this 
is a way of arguing that the Clergy lay a great Streſs up- 
on, when they think it ſuirs their Purpole, it muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be conclufive againſt them here. Well then, this 
being the Doctrine and Diſcipline of the primitive Church, 
any Settlement of ate wa contrary to it cannot be ap- 
proved of by thoſe who love original Chriſtianity; they 
can do no more than quietly ſubmir ro ſuch Laws by pa 
five Obedience, till a Reſormation can be brought about, 
and that which was taken from the People in ſuch a terri- 
fying Manner (as I ſhewed in my laſt) be reſtored to them 
again, or appiicd ro ſome Ule not inconſiſtent with the 
Golpel. | | 
Bur this Author ſays (1) Tithes cannot be taken away, 
hecauſe the Heirs are extinct ; hut at that Rate they could 
nor have becn juſtly raken from the Popiſh Clergy, the 
Heirs being extinCt long before the Reformation. W here- 
fare lince this Gentleman allows, that the Power of ſettlin 
Property reſts in the Parliament, and as they ſettl 
Tithes at firſt, why can they not unſettle them again? 
they have once already taken them « ntirely from a Se. of 
; Men 
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Men, who aſſume to themſelves the Character of Mini- 
ſters of the Golpel, and have given them to another Ser 
who claim the fame Title; why can they not with as 
much Reaſon and Equity reſtore them again to the People 
from whom they were originally taken in a frandulent 
Manner? What this Author ſaid (1) about ſuperſtitious 
Ules, I took to be a quſtiſication of the Proteſtants for ta- 
king away the Abbey -Lands from the Papiſts, arguing 
from thence, that the Quakers muſt thew that they are 
now applied to as great or greater ſuperſtitious Uſes, be- 
fore they ought to object to the new Regulation. On 
which I gently oblerved, that the preciſe Degree of Su- 
perſtition was of no great Importance, and that I wiſhed 
they had been better regulated. His Words (2) are, ad- 
mirting all this; yet he now*'lays, he did mt admit, but 
argues, that if the Law allowed of Alienations made upon 
ſuch Motives and ſuch Ules, the Title muſt be valid; to 
which I only object as betore, that the Uſes and old Cir- 
cumſtances of thoſe Tithes ſhould be entirely changed, which 
cannot be {aid to be done, whilſt the Title and Proceſs 
proceeds from the Church, and a Reſervation is made our 
of the Rent of maoy ot them tor Eccleſiaſtical Uſes. How- 
ever, if 1 ſtill miſapprehend him, this is far from be- 
ing my main Objection, as is plain, when I ſay (p. 21) bur 
what is moſt material, and what this Gentleman juſiſts 
upon is, that National Tithes are no forced Contributi- 
ons, nor indeed any Contributions at all. All which I 
largely prov'd againſt him; to which I can fee nothing 
like a Confutation, without he will call theſe Words ſo, 
(3) where he tells me, the direct contrary appears from 
my own Account of the Matter; and then hints how thar 
J have ſhewed, that they were really introduced by Offa 
in a wicked Manner, and ſupported ever ſince by terrify- 
ing Laws; or theſe Words, where he aſſerts, that Mini · 
ſters are aro wy — * ae = — 
and yet ne to ſhew the (4) Equity of t ing 

Laws, or that the Labour * usbandman, 5 
| * | uy 
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fairly and readily eſtimated in the Rent. In Places where 
there is any conſiderable Tract of Tithe. tree · Land, not- 
withſtanding the Rent is proportionably advanced, (as the 
Clergy love to Reaſon) the Farmers are much cafier, and 
the Lands kept in much better Heart, and the Corn is 
generally cheaper, than in other Markets in Tithe- 
able Places, which would not be, if the Labour, Ingenui- 
ry and Colt of the Farmer, could be rightly eſtimated in 
Titheable Lands, which is the Reaſon, that this has al- 
wars been a Source of much Uneafinels. Let ine ob- 
lerve too, if wer Lands are io be drained, or barren 
Lands manvured at great Charge, or lucloſures made ot 
ordinary Lands that never paid Tithe, in all theſe Caſes 
the Clergy partake of the Profit, but bear no Share of 
the Lols, in Cale of ill Succeſs; which is very Unequal, 
and is a great Diicouragement to the Laity to endeavour 
ar ſuch Improvements, which of Conſe quence muſt nceds 
be a conſiderable Loſs to the National Imereſt. which 
This Author rov has quite flip'd over my Obyction 

about the unreafonablenets of Eaſter Offeritys in Vicara- 
yes, which I look upon to be very matcriai, as they are 
placed intirely upon the Iahabitants, tho' the major Part 
may be Diſſenters, who reap no Buneat at all from the 
Miniſtry of rhe Vicar, or have any Abatement in the Rent 
of their Hontes, &c. | 

None of my Ditticulries are reſolv d. yet he gocs about 
to run me down, with telling me, that from my own Ar- 
guments it appears, that the Government has ferried a 
Maintenance on the Clergy without Injury to any Man. 
He afferts indeed, that Tithes were tertied freely on the 
Clergy at the Time of the Reformation; that is, they 
were lettled by Parliament, Iſ whrek io they bad been be- 
fore, but how docs ic appear, that the Pecple were caſy 
with them at the Reformation ? (for that is the main 
Conſideration in this Cale) when there was fo much Oc- 
caiion to make Law after Law to bring them to Obcdi- 
encv. and notbing would do till the Parliament made it 
a Forſchure of treble the Value of the Tithe, beſides Coſts 
of Suit. This indeed, as the Author of the (1) Parſon's 
Plea obſerves, cured the People of thcir perverſe 115. 
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(39) 
which was juſt ſuch a way of Conviction, as the Statute 
for burning ofHerericks, by terrifying many poor Pro ants 
to abjure their Faith, to {ave their Bodies from unicient- 
ing Flames. 

This Author, inſtead of invalidating my three Reaſons 
for fixing Perſecution upon the Country Vicar, runs off 
the Point, and tells me I want Candonr and Compallion, 
in charging him with wrong ſetting out at firſt; but where 
is the Harm ct that, when my Argument ncceflarily led 
me to conclude lo, and which 1 then, and now again, have 
proved. 

Bur Gnce my Correſpondent makes ſuch a heavy Com- 
mm. that his Friend, the Vicar, ſhould be at to great 

xpence in qualifying himſelf for the Miniftry, and yer 
be able to come at no better a LIVING than 60 l. aYear, 
and that attended with much Trouble, I think it not a- 
miſs (as being diſpoſed to deal tenderly with him) ic fend 
him to a Biſhop of his own Church for a Reprimand. 
| (1) The capital Error (ſays he) in Men's preparing 
* themſelves for that ſholy] Function is, that they Rudy 
© Books more than themſelves, and that they read Divi- 
* nity more in other Books than in the Scriptures.-—Ask 
« yourſelves often, would you follow that Courſe of Life, 
if there were no ſettled Eſtabliſhment belonging to it, 
and if you were to preach under the Crofs, aud in Dau- 
ger ot Perſecution? for till you arrive at that, you are 
« yer Carnal, and come into the Pricſthood for a PIECE 
* of BREAD. When you are in Orders, be ever ready 
to perform all Parts of your Function; be not anxicus 
© about a Settlement; ſtudy to diſtinguiſh yourſelves in 
your Studies, Labours, exemplary Deportment, and a 
« juſt Sweetneſs of Temper, managed with Gravity and 
* Diſcretion; and as for what concerns yourſelves depend 
© on the Providence of God, for he will in due Time raiſe 
up Friends and Benefactors to you! do aftirm this 
upon the Obſervation of my whole Life, that I never 
* knew any one who conducted himſelf by theſe Rules, 
but he was brought into good Poſts, or at leaſt into an 
*.caly State of 5 0 
Thus having remarked every Thing that appears to me 
E 2 material 
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material in my Correſpondent's. Letter (tho much more 
might be ſaid upon the Subject) I refer it to the judicious 
Reader's Obſervation, that upon the Point in Diſpute, 
(befides the Intereſt of the Nation) the Quakers have on 
their Side the Doctrine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, the 
Practice of the primitive Church for feveral Centuries; 
and the Decrecs of ſeveral eminent Councils as Occaſion 
required. On which let me ask, whether or no theſe 
are nor fair Reaſons ro induce them ro think as they do, 
that Tithes are perfedly inconſiſtent with Chriftianity, and 
therefore oug bt not to be inforc'd with buman Laws. For which 
Confideration, and becauſe (according to our Author's 
owa Conceſſion, p. 26) Humanf Facultics are Imperfeft af- 
ter we have done our beſt, and alſo that the Clergy may 
have their whole Demayds of the Quakers in a leis grie- 
vous Manner if they will, I ask my candid and humane 
Reader, whether it is not highly reaſonable that a Szop 
ſhould be pur to ſuch cruel Men, who are ſtill going on 
ro harraſs and ruin their peaceable, honeſt and induſtrious 
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Remarks on T. B's. third Letter, in the Ma- 
gazine for March 1738, wrote in Defence 
of Tithes. " 205 | 


UR Author, inſtead of anſwering the Ar ts ad- 
vanced againſt Tirhes in my laſt, raiſes a violent 
Clamour agaivſt me, as miſrgpreſenting the main Argu- 
ment. — The Point, ſays he, (1) upon which I engaged 
with you was, whether Tithes are forced Contributions. 
(2) In my Proof of the Affirmative, Tithes are conſidered 
as PROPERTY wunjuftly taken from the People, and with 
which they never have been Eaſy, and are applied to Uſes incon- 
ſiſtent with the Laws of Chriſt, Now they are Confidered as 
PROPERTY, (without regarding how the Publick comes by 
it) which ought not to be ſaelec ly the State, excluſive of 
Re tous Conſiderations : In both Caſes therefore, as 
iches are ſuppoſed a Property claimed by the Govern- 
ment, the main Argument is not ; 'tis only placed 
in a more advantagious Light, in which, if I had been 
concerned, my Antagoniſt oughr to have thank'd me; 
for a Man will much ſooner object againſt Tirhes, when 
they are conſidered as unjuſtly taken from him, than 
when they are con 
and what naturally led me to make this Conſtruction of his 
Reaſoning was, the Liberty he took with a Quotation 
from my Reply of June 1737, where I ſay, (p,26) * in ny 
Opimon theſe Evils [attending ſevece Prolecurions] are 
realy owing to the Error f upholding Tithes ; for which 
Word Tithes, he ſubſtitutes the Word Property, and ſup- 
poles his Anabaptiſt ro argue (from religious Conſiderations) 
againſt Government having a Power to ſettle Property, 
with as much Reaſon as I argue againſt Tithes; thereby 
moſt evidently inyolving the Idea of Tithes in the general 
Idea of Property. One of theſe People would have told 
| you 
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you (lay he) (1) as you do me, that all the Evils of ex- 
« penfive Law Suits and Proſecutions are owing to the Er- 
rox of upholding Property.—-—He might go on to urge, 
and perhaps with as much Reaſon and Truth as YOU, that 
« all or moſt of the Property now claimed in the World, 
has at one Time or other been acquired by Force and 
© Fraud, and what was wickedly acquired at firſt, muſt 
© be reckoned a wicked Acquiſition till.” Hence I collect- 
ed his — — to be, That Government may ſettle 
Property as t aſe, without havins any Repard to relipi- 
—_—_— —— or, in other Weds, = the Settle- 
ment of Property is a meer Civil Concern, and that it is of 
no Importance to the Subject ro what Tſe the Publick ſhall 
appropriate it; the following Paſſage directly points to 
the ſame Principle, where, ſpeaking of Tithes, he ſays, (2) 
* Suppoſe that in your Opinion the Publick bad diſpoſed 
© of them to a ſuperſtiticus Uſe, how is your Conſcience aſfect 
ed H it; if they are miſapplied, the Fault is not yours; 
* you cannot. be reckoned a Supporter or Encourager of it ; 
no Pretence of Right #0 
baſtion of them who had the 

ow is not this moſt evi- 


dently giving up 
the Subject? What 


to prlvate Perſons how the Publick diſpoſe of Property, 
the Subject ought to pay Tithes if appointed for the Sup- 
port of Publick Stews, Idalatry, or any Immoral Uſe, as rea- 
dily as if they were appropriated for the Support of the 
Civil Adminiftration, or any the moſt unexceptionable 
Uſe whatever. Therefore our Author, after throwing 
ſome Duſt in his Reader's Eyes, and embelliſhing his 
Epiltle with (4) Sarcalms againſt me, (for with W 
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of Rhetorick are all his Letters adorn'd, except the firſt) 
thinks ir better to change his Principle, as he does in thele 
Words, (1) © God forbid (fays he) that Government may 
* ſertle 2 as they pleaſe, without having any Regard 


to religious ations.— And I agree with you, that 
« all Profits and Emoluments accruing to the Publick, for 
Want of private Owners, ought to be applied ro ſome 
Service of che Publick not incomſiſtent with the Laws of 
* Chriſt.” A generous Conceſſion indeed! ir only then re- 
mains to ſtare what are the Laws of Chrift reſpecti 
Miniſters Maintainance, and whether the Settlement 
Tithes interfere with thoſe Laws or not; to which Pur- 
ſe we have each of us given our $3 prove of Scri 
Texts, with this Advantage on my Side, that the ine 
and Practice of the primitive Church, together with 
the moral Reaſon of the Thing, and the (2) Effects of 
Church Preferments in all Ages, are perfectly correſpond- 
ent with ir. And therefore what would it avail our Au- 
thor, could he prove never ſa inconteftibly, that Tithes 
are free Contributions; ſince, according to this new Princi- 
ple, Government could not ſettle them in a Manner inconfiſt- 
ent with the Laws of Chriſt. But to avoid theſe, and all 
other Difficulties, his Sagaciry has furniſhed him with 
this moſt admirable Expedient, That the Publick muſt judge 
for themſelves what is conſiſtent with the Laws of Chriſt. ' But 
this is recurring to his firſt exploaded Principle again with 
very great Improvement; for then ir follows, that Go- 
verament may both ſezele Property and Religion too as they 
pleaſe. For the Publick ro judge whar 1s, or is not, con- 
ſiſtent with the Laws of 0 
Power ſuperiour to Chriſt in his own Kingdom; for (2) 


« whoever 
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Caſes of Hetrodoxy ; as a learned and judicieus Dignitary of the 
Church aſſerti, when be ſays, * Every mean Perſon, pho bas me- 
+ * thing to vecommend bim but bis Orthodoxy, and owes that per- 

babs wholly to bis Tomorance, cuil think be bas a Right 10 
* frample on you With Contempt; 10 aſperſe your CharaSer with 
* virulent Refi: ions, to run down your Writings as mean and 
* pitiful Performances, and give bard Names to Opinions be does 
* wot wnderfland, which you muſt bear ewithout the leafs Hopes 
* of being beagd a Word in your Defence. Diff. and Diſc.&c, p. 
"NS" 1 Mag. Page 135, 2 Appendix. 

3 Barger s Sermon if the Nature of the Kingdim of Chrift, pA; 
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«* Whoever hath an abſolute Authority to i rer any 

« wriwten or ſpoken Laws, it is he who is truly the 
Aa giver to all Intents and Purpoſes, and not the Per. 

* {on who firſt wrote and ſpoke them.” I ſay too that this 
new Principle, if it be true, cuts up Proteſtantiſm by the 
Roots, and juſtly condems our Forefathers for making ſuch 
an invincible ſtand [againſt Popery as they did, upon the 
oppolite Principle ot diſtinguiſhing for rhemiclves, and pre- 
tering what they apprehend go be the Laws of Chriſt before ad 
the Judgement of the Publick, and ſome of them on the 
very Subject we are upon. This learned Man is fo pe- 
zemprory as to ſtile ghis Notion of a pablick Judge a Na- 
tural Priviiedge, aud yer ſcems, in the very next Words, 

to allow, that it ought to extend to Particulars, by aſſert · 
ing, that the Quakers uſe it as much as the Publick ;. 
but how can it be ſaid that the Quakers uſe it as much as 
the Publick, fince they arc liable to be ruined for their mo- 
deſt Deſent from the Judgement of the Publick, whilſt the 
Government may take their Demands of them in the moſt 
caly (tegal) Manner that can be deviſed. , 
But it ſcems I have not diſtinguiſhed between Taxes 
and Lithes, (conſidered as publick Property) and the Rea - 

ton is, becauſe I chink there is no proper Diſtinction be- 
wween them. Our Author thinks, that Tithes are the 
Property of the Publick; and I am not (1) alone in 
thinking, that all Eſtates belong to the Publick in Propor- 
tion as they are taxed. "And therefore I look upon it to 

be very inconſiſtent to repreſen: Tertullian againſt paying 
religious Taxes out of his owa private Property, when 

at the fame Time he allows that the Law laid a Claim to 
that Part of his Property. As therefore the Objection a+ 

ga inſt paying ſuch Taxes as thele, is the very ſame at 
Bottom as againſt paying Tithes, it inevitably follows, 
tat if Tertullian had purchaſed or hired a little Farm, em- 
barraſſed with any ſuch out goings as Tithes are, and ap- 
plied to idolatrous Ules, he would not have —— aide 
Oledieuce to ſuch Laws ; but not at all upon a Su ion · 
that all Property muſt centre in the Saints, for ſuch No- 
tions as theſe honeſt Terrullian and-the Quakers are as 
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clear of as this Gentleman can poſſibly be; neither do they 
Reaſon like his Anabaptiſt, for they always diſtinguiſh be- 
twixt the Settlement of Property in general, and that part 
which is taken from it for the uſe of the Clergy, ſo this 
Inſtance makes nothing for his purpoſe ; befides I leave 
him to conſider whether ir be not as difficult to ſettle who 
are the right Clergy in one Caſe, as who are the right Saints 
in the other. But he thinks ir ſtrange that I ſhould ſuppoſe 
Tertullian and the Primitive Chriſtians would refule to 

ay Taxes impoſed on them, for the Maintenance of 

hurches devoted to the one true God: not at all, when 
it's conſider d that Chriſt has moſt evidently forbidden any, 
ſuch Things, and that (accordingly) the Primitive Chriſti- 
ans did actually ſhew their diſlike to all ſuch Notions, as 
ſoon as occaſion offer d, as appears by all my preceeding 
Papers; and herein lies the Parity of the two Caſes, 
( which this Author in his next Paragraph is fo unwilling 
to admit) the Taxes juſt now ſpecify d, and Tithes are 
both appointed by Publick Authority to unwarrantable Uſes, 
the one for the Support of Idolatry, a Religion fo incon- 
ſiſtent with ſound Reaſon, that a Chriſtian could not yeild 
active Obedience to ſuch a Law, tho' Chcift himſelf is 
otherwiſe filent in the Caſe. Titbes (as I have abundant- 
ly ſhewn) are inconſiſtent with the Chriſtian Laws, re- 
ſpecting Miniſters Maintenance, and therefore equally un- 
warrantable ; whilſt the Precepts of Chriſt are of equal 
Authority with the Dictates of Reaſon, eſpecially as Tithes 
are allo inconſiſtent with the (1) Moral propoled b 
them. Neither do I ſee how it can avail my Antagoniſt if 
it could be proved, (and which ought not robe brought as 
Argument, except our Author had proved) that a Jewiſh 
Convert living in Judea did not refuſe paying to the Jewiſh 
Temple; inaſmuch as the Tribe of Levi loſt their ſhare in 
the Land of Canaan, in Conſideration of the Settlement of 
T ithss upon them, eſpecially as Dr. Stillingfleer and others 
Inform us, that the Chriſtians for a conſiderable Time ſre- 
quented the Temple Service, as not apprehending it to be 
inconſiſtent with Chriſtianity. As to impropriate Tithes, 
my Correſpondent fays (2) they are confeſſedly apply d to 
no religious uſes; _ as I have given (3) In $ — 
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dhe contrary, which he has not refuted, 'ris needleſs for 
me to enlarge upon that Head, but refer him to T. El- 
wood's Account of impropriate Tirhes, in the Hiſtory of 
his Life, p. 22 to 32, and alfo to Elwood's Foundation 
of Tithes Shaken, p. 262, 3, 4, and Anthony Pearſon's 
great Caſe of Tithes, (printed with J. Martin's Appendix) 
p. 62, 3, 4, cſpecially as I have all along proſeſſed my 
Bufineſs to be chiefly with the Clergy, not doubting bur 
if they could once be prevailed with to renounce Tithes, 
by embracing Primitive Chriſtianity in Doctrine and 
Practice, or till then to come into moderate Meaſures for 
RE them, all other Difficulties would ſoon be re- 

moved. | 

He ſays, I ler paſs his Aſſertion, that at the Reformation 
the = om diſpoſed of Tithes freely, altho' I beſtow d 
a whole Paragraph (p. 22,) to refute that Afertion, to 
which he makes no Reph. I there ſhew (and alſo in my 
Reply, p. 38,) that it does not neceſſarily follow, that be- 
cauſe Tithes were ſettled on the Clergy by Act of Parlia- 
ment. that therefore they were freely given by the People, 
which is confirmed by an eminent Biſhop ot the Church of 
England, who grams that (1) Laws are ſometimes obrain d 
by Surprize er Corruption, y party Management, by Craft or 
Superſtition. With equal ſuſtice he charges me with arguing 
thus, that becauſe Tithes were once forced Contributions, 
they muſt be ſo ſtill, unfairly leaving out the middle Pro- 
tion which contains the Argument; for thus I Reaſon, 
2) As Tithes were introduced by force, and have been more or 
fs ſupported by force, I mean by ſevere Laws, to this Day, to 
the injury and great diſſarisfaction of the People, they may 
juſtly be ſaid ( more or leſs) to be forced Contributions ſtill. 
And as he never denies that Tithes have all been ſup- 
by levere Laws, in effect he grants my Concluſiony 
that they are (more or leſs) forced Contributions ſtill. 
Ia ſhort, the whole Merit of the Cauſe ſeems to reft 
upon this, whether I have truly ſtated what are the Laws 
of Chriſt, which I have execured with the utmoſt Since- 
rity, clear of any particular Views, as my Antagoniſt 
would ſuggeſt, and have ſhewn that my Conſtruction is 
conformable to the Doctrine and Practice of the 9 
: , 
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Church, a long way downwards, which our Author does 
not Controvert; and my Expoſition ſeems much the more 


feaſible, as it may eaſily be made appear, to be moſt con- 
ſiſtent with the Intereſt ot Chriſtianity by the flouriſhing 
State thereof, whilſt theſe Laws were oblerved, and the 
moſt apparent Declenſion of ir ever ſince. (1) On thele 
Words the H/orkman is worthy of bit Meat; my Comment 
runs thus. By the Word Meat, tis ealy to conceive that 
no more was intended than that the Diſciples might reaſon- 
ably expect all neceflary Accommodations of the People 
they preach d to, whillt their time was taken up in the work 
of the Miniſtry, for we cannot extend zz further withour 
putting great Violence upon theſe remarkable Words of our 
Lord, Marth. x. 8. freely you have received freely give. (2) 
Yer our Tithe Advocate ſcruples not to aflert, that accoid- 
ing ro my own Conſtruction of this laſt Verſe, Miniſters 
may accept of what is freely given them, tho' it be more 
than moderate Subſiſtence, and that Chriſt do's not limit the 
bounds and good Will of the Society, or People among 
whom they Miniſter, to any certain Stint: Whereby he 
attempts to evade the moſt natural Import of theſe plain 
Words + to be commanded to give freely, implying in it 
ſelf a Prohibition to accept of Rewards, tho' freely offer d, 
further than what the Text y deſcribes, which is only + 
pune Subſiſtence. It may fi (2) in this Place ro rem ind 
im of what I quoted from the Council of Antioch, where 
after the Biſhop is enjoin d to take no more to himſelf than 
what Neceſſity juſtly required, they alledge this reſtrictive 
Clauſe in the Words of St. Paul to —— having Food 
and Raiment let us be therewith Content ; as if they chovght 
that Text imply'd a Prohibition upon them ( and conſe- 
quently upon any Community) to offer, as well. as for 
Miniſters to accept of more than moderate S - this 
too ſeems to be the Senſe of the Council of Paris, Anno 
829, held for the purging of Abuſes, and reftoring of pri- 
mitive Diſcipline, where indeed they admit that a Miniſter 
ſhould have a competent Maintenance, (4) but then . 
Queſtion ariſes, ſays Biſhop Burnet, what is a competent Main- 
tenance, this [| the CR do all bring very low, — 
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which can juſt maintain him. Such remarkable Reſtrictions 
as theſe upon Miniſters, induce me to believe (contrary ro 
what my Antagoniſt flatters himſelf) that Chriſt thought 
that the Miniſters of his Word would be under ſuch great 
Temprations by theſe plentiful Accommodations of Life, 
as to forfeit that Simplicity and Purity of Mind ſo requiſite 
to their holy Call. N 

Thoſe Scriprure Texts, in the next Paragraph, equally 
affect all Chriſtian Miniſters, for as they all profels to be 
call'd by the (1) holy Spirit, while their Time is taken up 
(Whether for a Week or their whole Lives it matters not) 
that they cannot conveniently follow any temporal Occu- 
tion, it would be unkind to let them want moderate 
ubſiſtence; for this is all the conſtane Maintenance recome 
mended in the Goſpel ; bur it is ro be noted, that ſuch a 
conſtant Call fer Life is, generally ſpeaking, befides the 
Pretenſions of the primitive Miniſters ; thoſe Africans who 
endeavoured to propagate ſuch Notions being ſharply re- 
buked by the Council of Cartha — waar and 
enjoined to follow ſome honeſt Trade to bring them in 
Subfiſtence ; for this was the good old way for them to 
5 at Provender, when they were not treading out the 

Orn. £5 N 

Wen J tell my Antagoniſt, (p. 33) that Tĩmothy was not to 
expect a fine rich Biſhoprick, tho he mighe think it his Duty 
to dedicate himſelf intirely to the Service of the Miniſtry; 
be replies, (Mag. p. 137) but that is not the Point in 
Queſtion, he might reaſonably expect conſtant e 
, 7 * | * 1 
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1 Ty it wet ſurpri ſing, that the Spirit ould call a Man to the 
 Miniftry, aud immediatdly deſert bim as ſoon as be is entered wpon 
- Duty? yet this ſeems to bs our Author's Notion p. 137) who is 
-Snconſiflent with bimſelf as to attempt tp dat the Ridicule up en the 
Yuakeri for pretending to an occaſena Call of the Sprrit is the 
"exerciſe of the Miniflry, bich the ſame be Spirit call.d them to 
1 firſt. Here permit me to obſerve, . that in the early Ages of 
Chriſtianity it was requiſite, that ever) Perſas propoſing 10 take 
en himſelf ibat boly Function, Paula bs of an orderly Life ayd 
Converſation, called by the boly Ghoſt, diſpoſed to preach the Goſpel 
freely, and be approved of by the Churches, that 5s the People; 


this «vas the Subflance of primitive Ordination, and is the - 

bers Credentials for preaching the G:ſpel mow, F wif the 
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which is the Point in Queſtion. . On which let me remind 
him, that this conſtant Maintenance. was no more than 
Food and Raiment; tho' all Authors allow, that in the firſt 
Ages of Chriſtianity the Church was very Rich by the 
free Offerings of the Faithful; ſo that had ir not interfered 
with the Preceprs of Chriſt, and the Intereſt of the Goſpel, 
it's highly probable the Church would readily have al. 
lowed him a Revenue equivalent to a fine rich Biſhoprick, 
and he would as readily have accepted it; for according to 
the preſent Tithe-Scheme (confidering his eminent Station in 
the Church) he might reaſonably expect ir, and ſo ir 
would be eonſiſtent with the Point in Queſtion. But 1f 
the conſtant Maintenance of fo great a Biſhop as Timothy 
who forbore to entangle himle!f with the Affairs of this 
ife) was to be no more than Food and Raiment, how 
can any Chriſtian Miniſter fince his Time juſtly think of 


more. 
The Clergy may pretend — a oor Lite, and *tis 
rrue enjoy their Living ſo long, but are not engaged 
in I the Miniſtry 88 one ſeventh Part of 
their Time, ſo might caſily follow ſome honeſt temporal 
Calling for their Subfiſtence, (as I have ſhewn in my Diſ- 
ſertation, p. 12.) which roo is but agreeable ro Dr. Ham- 
mond's Paraphraſe upon Acts xx. 33, &c. in theſe Words, 
I have not endeavoured to make any worldly Advantage 
by my preaching, but you can witneſs for me, that I 
© have, by working at my Trade of making Tents, main- 
* tained mylelf and theſe that were with me. I have, as 
« by Words, fo by Actions alſo, demonſtrated ro you, how 
that ſuch as ye, that is, Biſhops and Governours of the 
Church, are to take Care of the Sick and Poor, (ſee 
© x Cor. 12.) and rather endeavour by Pains taking to en- 
able yourſelves to relieve others, than to be chargeable 
or burthenſome to others, according to that ſaying of 
Chriſt (not recorded in the Goſpel) that it is a bleſſed 
and heroical Thing to give to others our of a Man's own 
* Earniogs; and this is infinitely more bleſſed and better 
becoming a Chriſtian, than to be relievad by others. 
So remarkably inconſiſtent is the Doctrine of great Church- 
men with their Practice. 
Thx laſt Point my Correſpondent has to ſettle with me 
is, about a ng Expedient to prevent the Evils produ- 
ced by grievous Proſecutions for Tithes. My Scheme was 
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that till the Clergy and the Quakers come to be of one 
Mind concerning Tithes, a Law ſhould be made for ta- 
king all Tithes by Juſtice's Warrant only, whereby they 
would certainly and eaſily come at them; where then is 
the Inſufficiency of it? But our Gentleman, inftead of 
making any Reply to it, moſt notorjouſly evades the Point, 
and lays the Inſufficiency of it upon the Laws now in 
Force, in which alſo he greatly wrongs the Law; for the 
compaſſionate Part of the Clergy know very well, that 
the Act of the 7th and $th of King William, &c. made 
on Purpoſe for the Recovery of great and ſmall Tithes by 
Iuſtice's Warrant from the Quakers, are in many Caſes 
ſufficient to adjuſt Vicarial and other Tithes. | 
"Oc the other Hand, by what follows in this Paragraph, 
and the Concluſion of his Letter, it turns out at laſt, that 
after all his pretended Humanity to the Quakers, he can- 
not find in his Heart to propoſe any Thing elle, but that 
they muſt be convinced by his ingenious Arguments in 
Defence of Tithes; with which Lam well contented, pro- 
vided he will admit my Scheme to take Place till this bleſſed 
Work is effected; but not a Word like this: For by all 
that I can ſee to the End of his Letter, he only attempts 
to beg ſome of the Points in Controverſy, eſpecially (his 
own ſelf exploded Principle) That Government may ſettle 
Property as they pleaſe, without any Regard to. religious 
Conſiderations, and adviſes them to do t he knows is 
defiling their Conſciences, or elſe they are left ro FELL 
PERSECU ONS SCOURGE, notwithſtanding their 
peaceable Diſpoſitions as Neighbours, and their loyal Prin- 
ciple of Obedience and Nonreſiſtance as Subjects. 
It makes my Blood run Cold to think, that this is the 
Doctrine of one aſſuming the Character of a Miniſter of 
the Goſpel of Jeſus Chrift, that Goſpel that was uſhered 
into the World with a Declaration of Glory #0 God on high, 
Peace upon Earth, and good Will unto Men. I a 
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Remarks on T. B's. fourth Letter, in the Ma- 
gazine for April 1738, wrote in Defence 
of Tithes. | 


N Order to bring this Tithe Controverſy to as ſhort an 
Ifue as poſſible, I defire my Reader to obſerve what 
I have ſaid in my , ent] (1) A DEFENCE; and 
then judge whether I have eaſily drop'd the five Texts of 
Scriprure, or whether I have not rather duly conſidered all 
the material Texts relating to the Subject, and thereon 
founded my Arguments againſt Tithes: What I fay further 
is (as I there declare, p. 34,) by way of Corroboration 
and Confirmation of my Conſtruction of thoſe Texts, and 
in ſuch manner as is far from reſting the Weight of my 
Reaſoning upon the Authority of the Council of 

Only : altho” (according to the conſtant Method of eccle- 
ſiaſtical Diſputes) if our Author's Cauſe would have ad- 
mirted ſuch like Ilaſtration, it's highly probable that he 
would have declar d it Concluſive againſt me; but ſo it 
happens, that the Counęll of Carthage (contormable to the 
Doctrine and Practice of the Primitive Church for the 
firſt 200 Years) makes againſt him on this Occaſion; and 
therefore it does not ſuic him to lay any Streſs upon it: 
If he was not reſolved to ſeem ſurprized, and to ſurpri 
his Reader on my reaſoning from the Canons ot late Coun- 
cils, he would at leaſt have added the Words which im- 
mediately follow from the eminent Biſhop Burner, who 
ſays, the worſe thoſe Ages and Councils were, the ſtronger abe 
Ar , SINCE EVEN BAD MEN IN BAD TIMES 
COULD NOT JUSTIFY SUCH AN ABUSE. 

I look upon it that the Senſe and the Reaſoning there- 
upon is the very ſame (and therefore the difference in 
Ex preſſion was imperceptible to me) to ſay that Tithes 
cannot be taken away becauſe the Hsirs are extintt : or = 
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they. cannot be reſtored to abe People, becauſe their Heirs chu- 
not be found; for what do's he mean by arguing that they 
cannot be reſtored to the People, but that they cannot be 
taken away from the Clergy. But why can they not be 
reſtored rv the People? The People (from whom they 
were origi taken) are not in being, and their Heirs 
(it ſeems, as he ſays,) cannot be found ; how fo, for fince 
this Author (1) allows that at the Reformarion the claim 
of the Popiſh Clergy to Tithes became void, they muſt of 
Courſe go either to ſuch private Perlons as were then in 
Poſſeiſion of the other nine Parts, or to the Publick, chuſe 
hun whether? but why not ta the firft, lince Poſleſ- 
ſion is always reckoned a good Plea, till a better Title 
is ſhewht, and they were the neareſt private Heirs to theit 
Auceſtors. (who had formerly been rouk'd out of that part 
of their Property) which at that time could be found; 
and as reſtor ing any thing to an Heir is the ſame as reſtor- 
ing it to his Parent, (fince an Heir is a Parent's Repreſenta- 
tive ) ſo in this Caſe reſtoring Tirhes to the Perſons left in 
Poffetlion, is in a juſt Senſe reſtoring them to the People 
from whom they were originally taken; which ro me was 
always ſo plain a Cale, that I had no Temptation ro equi- 
vacate about it, as this learned Gentleman fo wiſely ſug- 
geſts : Bur he will have ir that the Publick fell Heirs to 
National Tithes, by Virttie of wich Heirthip then, if the 
Government had a Power to ſettſe them on any Set of 
Miniſters, by the ſame Powet ( ſince they were not boughs 
and fold) they may alſo unſettle them again, and ſo 
( withour injury to any Man) may reſtore them again to 
the People. But this Author (2) grants that Government 
may not ſettle them in a manner inconſiſtent with the Laws of 
Chriſt, which is ſufficient for me, tor then ir muſt iſſue 
upon this, What are the Laws of Chriſt, and who art 
the Judges thereof, the Deciſion of which Points I freely 
leave io my candid Reader's Judgment, after he has duly 
canlidered what has been laid. 

Our Author ſeems very unwilling to come upon Trial 
whether Tithes are ſettled Equirably or nor, and poſſitively 
retuſes to touch upon Eaſter Offerings; I may therefore 
conclude, that theſe perſonal P.yments are not only funda- 

i mentally 


A. * 
8 


_ — — 


— — 


1 Mag. March 1738. f. 138. fe. 2 Mag. March 1733.5. 13% 


( 53) 


damentally wrong, but according to Inftances in my fors 
mer Letters, are at leaſt altogether as unequal as prædial 


Tithes, and conſequently ſevere Proſecutions thereupon 
utterly inexcuſable. Is v | 
As to the Diſcouragement Farmers are under reſpect: 
prædial Tithes, he hopes tis only owing to a Temper 
Mind, and not to the Iniquity of the Law; bur to 
convince his Readers of that, he ſnould have made it ap- 
pear, in anlwer to my Inſtances and reaſoning thereupon, 
that the Law was not une quai. That the Cale retpect- 
- ing Tithe-tree Lands is as I have (1) repreſented ir, I ap- 
peal to the Judgement of Common Senſe, and to the Occu- 
Piers of ſuch Lands throughout the Kingdom. I do nor 
1ay thar any Markets are trequented by Farmers of Tithe- 
free Lands only; it is fufticiett, that where there are 
large Tracts of Tithe-tree Land intermix'd with others 
ſubje io Tithe, the Tithe- paying Farmers muſt fell their 
Corn dearer than their Neighbours, or feel rhe Diſadvan- 
rage of it on many Accounts, as they irequently acknow- 
3 


ge. 

For the clearing of this Tithe Subject, I all along pro- 
poſed, and we mutually engaged to confider, what are 
the Laws of Chriſt, and what the Doctrine and Practice 
of the primitive Church, as well as whether Tiches are 
forced Contributions or not, tho* my Antagoniſt 1s pleaſed to 
call this the main Argument, and charges me Kt depart- 
ing from it; bur as to that, have not I alſo fully proved, 
that in ſome of the darkeſt Ages of Popery (2) Tithes were 
firſt introduced into this Kingdom by Force and Fraud in 
a terrifying Manner; that (as an evident Token of their 
- inequality) the People have always been uneaſy under them ; 

that this uneaſineſi 2 = the r — that 
thereupon new Terror was the People by mere ſe- 
ere — ever. Ce 5 
in all Nations? Did not the primitive Chriſtians com- 
. ſuch Laws? Beſides, what I obſerved from (3) 

iſhop Hadley, does 3 ſame Rank 2 

aſſert, 
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aſſert, (1) that a Thing is not Juſt and Reaſonable becauſe 
it it enaed, but in — Governments it is enadted becauſe 
it is Fuſt and R ke. What can be a greater Token 
of the Inequallity of a Law, than a general and continual 
Uneaſmeſs ? n 
or has he confuted my reaſoning upon thoſe Facts? 

then have I departed from (2) the Point 2 I alfo obliged him 
in anſwering ſuch Queſtions as he put ro me; what then 
can he require more? He ſeems to be irritated when] tell 
him, that he has not reſolved my Difficulries, and yer 
makes no Scruple to ſwell his Letters with Invectives and 
Inſults againſt me: I will therefore conclude, with re- 
turning his own Words upon himſelf, where he fays, 
(p. 175.) *Confider, Sir, that you and I are Parties, not 
Judges; we ſtate our Caſe, alledge our ſeveral Reaſons, 
but which keeps cloſeſt ro the Point, which argues moſt 
* rationally or fairly, and ſpeaks moſt to the Purpoſe, 
* muſt be left to the Judgement of the impartial TH 
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UR Tithe-Advocate in order to ſupport his Con- 
jecture, that it was not Chriſt's Intention to reſtra in 
Miniſters from accepting of more than moderate Subſiſtence ; 
(being well appriſed that the Doctrine and Practice of the 
reſt Ages of Chriſtianity are againſt him) argues thus. 
[OK ieve [| Chriſt J thought the Miniſters of his 
Word would be as capable and as willing to make a good 
* ule of the plentiful Accommodations of Life as other 
* Men.” Wherefore if on the contrary it appears, that 
theſe plentiful Accommodations of Lite, theſe free Gifts as 
this Writer affects ro account Tithes and all Church En- 
dowments, have been apparently hurtful ro Miniſters, and 
ro the Chriſtian Religion; ir will follow, that Chriſt really 
intended ſuch Reftrictionþ. A few Inſtances will ſuffice to 
clear this Point. (2) A Biſhoprick (ſaith rhe eminent 
Dr. Taylor) would fatisfy the two Deſigns of Covet- 
* ouſneſs and Ambition; and this hath been the golden 
Apple very often contended for, and very often the 
* Cauſe of great Fires in the Church. Thebulis quia re- 
« jectus ab Epiſcopatu Hieroſolymitamo turbare cæpit 
Eccleſiam, ſaid Egiſi ppus in Euſebius. Tertullian turn- 
* ed Montaniſt in Diſcontent for miſſing the Biſhoprick 
of Carthage, after A rippinus ; and fo did Montanus 
himſelt for the ſame Di content, ſaid Nicephorus. No- 
* varus Would have been Biſhop of Rome, Donatus ct 
Carthage, Arrius of Alexandria, Aerius of Scbaſtia; 
but they all miſs'd, and therefore all of them vexcd 
* Chriſtendom. And this was ſo common a Thing, that 
* oftentimes the threatning the Church with a Schiſm 
or a Hereſy was a Deſign to get a Biſhoprick ; and Sc- 
— — — — crates 
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t crates reports of Aſterius, that he did frequent the Con- 
© yenticles of the Arrlans. Nam Epiſcopatum aliquem 
* ambiebar.” (1) Again, the ingenious and impärtial 
Dr. Samuel Chandler, ſpeaking of the grand Sources of 
Perſecution hath theſe Words. Without any Breach of 
Charity it may be aſſerted of moſt, if not all of, [the Bi- 
< ſhyps and Clergy] that it was their Pride, and their 
jmmoderate love of Dominion, Grandeur and Riches, 
* thar influenced them ro theſe unworthy and wicked 
© Meaſures.—Even long before the Time of Conſtantine, 
the Clergy had got a very great Aſcendant over the Laity, 
* and grew many of them Rich by the voluntary Obla- 
tions of the People; but the Grants of that Emperor 
* contirmed them in a worldly Spirit, and the Dig- 
nities and vaſt Revenues that were annexed to many of 
the Sees, gave riſe to infinite Evils and Diſturbances, 
* ſo that could they bur ger Poſſeſſion of chem they cared 
not by what Means, whether by clandeſtine Ordinati. 
ons, ſcandalous Simony, the Expulſion of the Poſſeſſors, 
or thro* che Blood of their Enemies.” Much to the ſame 
Purpoſe are theſe Words of the learned Dr. Burner, (2) 
As ſcon as the Empire became Chriſtian, the Authori- 
, ed the Immuniry, and the otber Advantages, which by 
© the Bounty of Princes followed the ſacred Function, 
made them to be generally much defired ; and the E- 
* tions being then for the moſt Part popular, theſe 
were managed with much Faction and Violence, which 
* often ended in Blood, and that to to great an Exceſs, 
that it we had not Witneſſes to many Inftances of this 
among the beſt Men in thole Ages, it would look like 
© an uncharitable Imputation on thoſe Times to think 
them capable of ſuch Enormities' | 
From thoſe Times to theſe it would be endleſs to run 
into particular Inſtances of rhe Clergy's notorious Abuſe 
of Riches and Power more than all other Men ; the Hi- 
ſtories of all Nations are full of them. To this is juſtly 
ro be aſcribed the Eſtabliſhment of Popery; a Religion, 
in many Reſpects, ' worſe than the worſt of all that has 
ever been call d fo ſince the World began. It was (lays 
oO oY (3) Rapig 
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* (3) Rapin) the Popes, the Cardinals, and the principal 
6 a) - who oppoled to their utmoſt the — wer cy 
Cin England] becauſe they were ſenſible it would prove pre- 
* judicial to their temporal Intereſt.” But behold how theſe 
[cociful Accommodations of Life illuminate rhe humane 
89 as ſoon as the Parliament had reſolved to 
new model Religion, the Clergy readily became Converts 
to Proteſtantilm (notwithſtanding the (1) Diſapprobation 
they had expreſſed) rather than quit their Preferments. 
Tneſe and ſuch like Matters are well repreſented in a 
Pamphlet entitled 4 ſhort View of the Conduct of the Eng- 
liſh Clergy, ſo far as relates to civil Aﬀairs, from the Con- 
queſt to he Revolution. That Author goes upon inconteſt- 
ible Facts, and introduces his Performance thus, (p. 2.) 
* Whoever looks into our ancient Hiſtories will find, the 
« Clergy have been always guided by a diſtinct Intereſt of 
their own, moſt frequently contrary to that of the Na- 
tion: Inftead of aſſerting the — ot the People, 
they have been moſt inſtrumental in all Attempts to de- 
* troy it; inſtead of propagating generous Notions of 
Freedom, they have conſtantly endeavoured to inſtil into 
the Minds of Men the moſt flaviſh Maxims, and taught 
VLeeſſons of the moſt blind and abject Submiſſion. Their 
« Oppoſition to Power (whenever they have made any) 
has generally been Factious and Selfiſh, not grounded 
on Motives of Regard for the Good of the - 
Wealth, but occalioned by ſome Attempt upon their 
* temporal Intereſt or Priviledges, which was often no 
other than a juſt Intention of Retrenching their Encroach- 
* ments upon the Crown and People. Accordingly we 
* may oblerve, that the moſt dangerous Deſigns againſt 
the 7 4 — _ _ Princes, 
* who begun wi 1 to theĩ 4 
great Condeſcentions to them, for we ſeldom find 2 
* Clergy to have failed returning the Complement by a 
« Concurrence in promoting the moſt arbitrary Attempts 
by their Doctrine and Actions. The Uſe — 
the 
As 


have made of what Power they have acquired under 
Princes, has always been moſt inſupportable to 


Laity, eſpecialy to ſuch as have oppoſed it. 
* 
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As from thele Authorites it appears 


that Church Pre- 
ferments have in all been of a moſt baneful Tenden- 


Cy, I may fairly conclude (according to my An it's 
own way of arguing) that — our Lord intended an 


abſolute Prohibition of them in theſe Words freely you 
have received freely give: | | 

But I cannot conclude without briefly 8 the 
Miſchief of Eccleſiaſtical Preferments, as — inſeper- 
ably annexed to Subſcriptions of Articles of Faith, which 
— not one Clergyman in a hundred ſufficiently be- 

ieves. Is ir not perfectly ſhocking to think, that a Man 
muſt be obliged to renounce his Integrity (the Root of all 
Virtues) before he can be qualified to recommend it to 
others? (1) The requiring Subſcriptions to the 39 
Articles (tays Dr. Burne:) is a great Impoſit ion; the 
greater Part [of the Clergy] ſubſcribe without ever ex- 
* amining them, and others do it becauſe rhey muſt do ir, 
though they caq hardly ſatisfy their Conſciences about 
* ſome Things in them. Churches and Societies are 
much better ſecured by Laws than by Subſcriprions ; it's 
a more reaſonable as well as a more eaſy Method of Go- 
vernment. 

That upright Man W. Whiſton, in his Hiſtorical Me- 
moirs of the Life of Dr. Clark, in many Places moſt pa · 
therically laments, and honeſtly rebukes (2) * ſuch as ſign 
and uſe (theſe are his Words) what they do not, they 
cannot, really believe to be true and right, to the great 
Scandal of Religion, the Reproach of that ſacred Fun - 
ction to which they belong, and to the ſpreading of In- 
fidelity and Prophaneſs in the World. O! my Soul 
© come not thou into their Secrets! to their Aſſembly 
mine Honour be not thou united 

Alfo the ingenious Author of the Enquiry into the Cauſes 
of the Decay of the Diſſenti 
complains of theſe Truth and Virtue killing Impolitions; 
when he ſays, p. 135, This Subſeription is abſurd, he- 
* cauſe it abſolutely all Searches and Enquiries 
after Truth, and tends to ſhackle the Mind, or to 
* betray it into Vice. It does not keep any out ot the 
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Intereft, no leſs movingly 
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Church, but Men of Honeſty and 


(59) 


ity, for thoſe 
either of no Principles, or very ent, will aeg 
« ſcruple it, and then it does not avoid Ds. o 
nion, but encourages the very worſt of all Opinions, 

« a Man may ſubſcribe any for a L G. He 
afterwards acknow as one Cauſe of the Decay of 
In that ſome of their Miniſters are 
to go into the Church (againſt their we hp be- 
act they ee an 6 i own 


Theſe are fore Eil and they all cry out, how muſt 
n How! fay I, ba aun other. 
u Preferments, and to s 
es tution of the Miniſtry 5 — 
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